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Enclosed herewith is a copy of a lecture given by 



Professor James E. ilcSONALD in WASHINGTON regarding the UFO 
problem. 



for discussions with the CSIEO on meteorological problems, and 
at the same time, took the opportunity to present an address 
to members of associations interested in UFO activity. 

3 . The lecture papers enclosed were brought to this 

Headquarters by a Mr FHAHCESWILLIAKS who professes an avid 
interest in UFO's, for the information of the authorities 
handling UFO reports. 
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UFOSi GREATEST SCIENTIFIC PROBLEM Of CUR TIMES? 
James E. McDonald! 

(Prepared for presentation before the 196? 
annual meeting of the American Society of 
Newspaper Editors, Washington, D, C-, April ^2, 
1967-i 



SUMMARY - An intensive cf hundreds of 

outstanding UPC reports, and personal inter- 
oieuo with dotertfi of fc#p witnesses in important 
czoas, have ltd me to tN* oom?iu*ibrt that the 
UPO problem is one of exceedingly great volen- 
ti fie importune*. Instead of deserving the 
dosaripticn of "nonsense problem'’, which it has 
had during twenty y flare of official mfahart- 
dling, it warrants ths attention of science, 
press, and public, not Just u; iAi« the United 
States hut throughout: the world, as a serious 
problem of first-order significance , 

The ouriob if Mannar i n w Ktoh this problem 
has b**n kept out of sight and maintained in 
disrepute is txminsd kero* Basie reopens t« 
hilt ty for its systematio misrepresentation 
Hzs with Air Faroe Project Stuohoak which, on 
the basis of firsthand knowledge, I can only 
describe as having been earned out in the post 
dos&n years in a quits at iperfiolal and tuebm- 
ter. i manner* 

fearm of Air Force aaeurancvr have kept 
the public, eft* press. Congress, and the scion* 
tific communi ty under Ck# mis impress ion that 
the lfF& problem was being studied with thor- 
oughness and scientific expertises. This I hqus 
found to be complexly falss* Illustrative 
examples , drawn from a very large w ample, uilt 
be described to demons trat€ this* 

It is urged that the time is tong overdue 
for a full-scale Cong re so vena l invtjs&iyati on of 
the LifC problem, an investigation in which per- 
sons outside cf off id a ! /iir Force ahennetv can 
put on record the astounding history of the way 
in which a problem of potentially enormous 
scientific import anas has been swept under a 
rug of ridicule and misrepresentation for two 
decades* 

The hypothesis that the UFOs wtgAt be 
extra ter res trial probes, despite itc seemingly 
low a priori probability , is s ugg acted as the 
least unsatisfactory hypothesis for explaining 
the now-available VFO evidence, 

INTRODUCTION 

June 24, 1967, will mark the twentieth 
anniversary of what we might whimsically call 
the "birth of the flying saucer, " For just 
twenty years earlier, on the afternoon of 
June 24, 1947, Kenneth Arnold, a Boise busi- 
nessman flying in his private aircraft, 
reported seeing j formation of nine disc-like 
objects skimming along at high speed between 
him and distant Mt. Rainier* Me said that they 
moved in an unconventional manner "like a 
saucer would if you skipped it across the 
water," A reporter who interviewed Arnold 
after he landed that evening in Pendleton, 
Oregon, coined the phrase * flying saucers" to 
add a feature-story twist to an observation 



that this experienced pilot had told in con- 
sternation - and a journalistic era was thereby 
opened. 

As one digs back through the subsequent 
history cf the UFO problem, it becomes evident 
that a wave of UFO sigh tinge actually began 
several days prior to Arnold 1 1 observation, but 
it was not until about July 4 that press 
interest rose exponentially and "flying 
saucers" were headline news throughout the 
country'- I have recently had the opportunity 
of reviewing a compilation of UFO sightings 
for those first few weeks of what is usually 
regarded as the beginning of UFO observations, 
a compilation being prepared by T, ft. Blqecher 
for publication later this year, probably by 
the National investigations Committee on Aerial 
Phenomena (NICAFJ ■ Although I was already 
familiar with much UFO history when X began to 
examine Bloecher 1 s material, I was startled to 
see the large number of reports of high-speed 
unconventional objects that flooded into press 
or f ices throughout the country in that early 
period, far more than I had ever guessed. 

Only a small fraction of the reports were 
carried by national wire services, so it has 
been necessary for Blbecher to dig into old 
newspaper files in many major U, $. cities to 
unearth the dimensions of that wave of sight- 
ings, 

I cite this early period as exemplifying 
much that has happend subsequently, although 
most of the reports of that period have never 
been checked as were later cases , so one cannot 
yet regard the evidence for all the 1947 sight- 
ings as conclusive. A mixture of denials led 
to a rather quick fall-off in news value of the 
"flying saucers" in late 1947, Hoaxes were 
headlined with about as much emphasis as were 
reports from experienced observers. The pub- 
lished reports fell off, and for awhile it 
appeared that one had witnessed just another 
"silly season phenomenon,” as some newspaper- 
men described it. 

But, surprisingly, the UFO reports began 
cropping up again. Here and there they 
received press coverage, mostly non-wire 
coverage in local papers. By 1946, consider- 
ably more reports were coming in, and military 
concern (which had probably never died out} 
was responsible for establishing an official 
investigatory project. Project Sign (often 
loosely called "Project Saucer* ) , Sign was set 
up January 22, 1948, with headquarters at 
Wright -Pat ter s on AFB, within the then newly- 
created United States Air Force, That date 
marks the beginning of Air Force responsi- 
bility for investigating UFO phenomena, a 
responsibility it carries to this date, I 
think it is rather striking that USAF was 
exactly seven days old when it was handed the 
UFO problem in 1948. 

Project Sign gave way to "Project Grudge" 
in February, 1949 t and, with ups and downs. 
Grudge continued until about Narch, 1952, when 
it was superseded by "Project Biuebook," an 
organizational entity that survives today, 
still headquartered at Wright -Patterson AFB, 

The summer of 1952 brought one of the greatest 
waves of UFA reports on record, and the first 
Sluebook Officer, Capt, £, J„ Ruppelt, has 
related (Ref. 1 ) the hectic efforts of his staff 
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of about ten Air F*?rct* personnel to keep pace 
with, the reports that poured into KPAFB that 
summer. The famous Washington National M rpott 
sightings of July 19 and 26* 1952, which 
lr-c 1 sj de d CAA ra d i r at ^ra-.cr; , c _■ “ -^rcial 
airlines pilot observations , and ground obser- 
vations , created the nearest thing to a panic- 
situation that has ever evolved f ror UFO 
reports. After a White house query and 
numerous Congressional and press demands for 
an accounting , a press conference was called 
and the entire series of observations were 
"explained* as due to ancralnu-, radar propaga- 
tion and mi rage-* type refraction events , (I 
have carefully examined these official explana- 
tions and find them entirely inadequate, inci- 
dentally,) Although press attention subsided 
in the face of these assurances. Air Force con- 
cern behind- the- scenes continued, and early in 
the following year a panel of scientists was 
assembled to review the situation. 



TH| RGBEflT$ 0 & REPORT AND THE CIA 

The Robartson Panel (chaired by Caltech 
theoretical physicist H, P, Robertson) met in 
January, 1053* and reviewed selected UFO 
refjortr. - apparently about eight in detail and 
shout fifteen others on a briefing-basis. Two 
working days of ease- reviews followed by two 
days of summarising ahd report-drafting con- 
stituted the entirt activity of this Panel 
during the period January 14-17, 1953. I 
describe that Panel's work in more than passing 
manner because I believe that the Robertson 
Panel nark ed a turning point in the history of 
UFQ InvVB tigatiang ■ 



On the first of three visits to Project 
Bluebook at WPAFB last summer, t asked to see 
the full report of the Robertson Panel and was 
given that report by the present Bluebook 
officer, Maj . Rector Quintanilla. He informed 
u?s that he had "routinely declassified" it 
earlier on the nas * s of '12-year rule* 
covering DOD documents, I made extensive notes 
from it and discussed its content with Hag, 
Quintanilla. On tuy next trip to Bluebook, on 
June 20, 1 requested a Xerox copy of the 
report. The copy was prepared for me, but not 
given to me because a superior officer 
suggested that alncc "another agency" was 
Involved, they* d hive to check before releasing 
it to me. I reminded them that l already had 
extensive notes or. it and that I had already 
dl*cH«sed its contents with many scientific 
colleagues around the country. i was assured 
that their check wao perfunctory and that 1 
would he sent the copy m a week or tvo. 



In fact, l nover received it. The "other 
aqpncy,” the Central Intelligence Agency, ruled 
that this document did not coni' under the "12- 
y-. 1 t rule- and reels,, mod lt . Although a so- 
fi version’* was later released, 

the full document remain# undisclosed. A 

of th ' u “n»t,zed ««m" 
have been published by John Uat, who asked tor 

(R.) It b <, ° t O0tr thc P artljl version 



SftTf ***• f “ n version in unclassifu 
) scientific staff at kpsi 

f "l ly av,or ' 7 ot a 'J =osa« 6 lon of thl: 
information for months. I have discussed it 




_ 

ith many scientists. i i - gard it as open - 
information in nc way bearing on the security 
of thc United States, and 1 ©hall row describe 
its contents here. 1 urge that press and 
Cwugregs demand full and immediate release of 
the entire text of the Robertson Report, 
including the CtA rccpMftendatians which have 
had such strong bearing on the way in which 
the Ai e Force has subsequently treated the 
UFO problem. , so that other scientists can 
make their own evaluations of the manner in 
vfcich scientific pursuit Of the UFO problem 
was derailed in 1953. 

The scientists comprising the Robertson 
Fanol Robertson, Luis w\ Alvarez, Lloyd V. 
Rcrkner, Samuel A. Coudsrcit, Thornton Page), 
on the basis of what I must regard as a far 
too brief examination of the evidence already 
ir. Air Force file© as of January, 1953, ruled 
f first; that there was no evidence of any 
hostile action in the UFO phenomena. In par- 
ticular they ruled (secondly) that there was no 
evidence for existence of any "artifact© of a 
hostile foreign power" in any of the records 
which were submitted to thorn. And (thirdly) 
they recomme nded an educational program to 
acquaint the general public with the nature 
of various natural phenomena seen in the skies 
(meteors, vapor trails, haloes, balloons, 
etc.) , the objective being to 'remove the aura 
of mystery" that the unidentified objects had 
"unfortunately 11 acquired. 



*♦« , .Hi. (.uwiici iiintty sample or 

UFO evidence which was laid before this Panel, 
such conclusions were perhaps warranted. The 
crucial shortcoming was Uu©: There is no 

evidence that any of these five men had pre- 
vious extensive contact with the UFO problem. 
The principal cases they examined excluded 
some of the most interesting and aigmf leant 

Zt r ?* dy *5 re ^ ord £•**■* United Airlines, 

ChUes-Whitted, 1948; C. &. Moore, 1949; 
Tombaugh, 1949; Farrungton, 195Gj Chicago & 
Southern Airlines, 1950? TWA Airlines, 1950; 
Seymour Hess, 1350; Mid-Continent Airlines, 
1??I; Kaeh-Furtenberry , 1952; and many other 
very significant 1952 sighting). And a mere 
two days of review of the UFO data (prior to 
going into report drafting session) would not 
be enough for ail the Newtons of science to 
sort out the baffling nature of this problem. 
The only scientist present at these sessions 
who hao already examined a substantial number 
ot reports- was an associate member of the 
Panel, Dr. J_ Allen Hynek , When 1 askvd him 
last June why he did not then speak out, on 
the basis of his then five years experience as 
chief scientific consultant to the Air Force on 
UFO matters, he told me that he was? "only small 
potatoes then" and that it would have been 
impossible for him to away that eminent croup, 
in reflecting on all that I have learned in my 
past year a work on this problem, ; regard 
tms four-day session of the Robertson Panel as 
a pivotal point in UFO history. For instead of 
a recommendation that the problem be taken out 
of Air Force hands (on grounds of non-hostility 
of the UFOs) and turned over to some scientific 
agency for adequate atudy, there was a most 
regrettable fourth recommendation made, in 
addition to the three cited above, a rccommenda- 
tion made at the specific roqu«&t of CIA repre- 
sentatives present at the final sessions of this 
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Panel, (CIA representatives lasted in the 
report given to r>e on June G, 1966, included 
br, H. Marshall Cbadwcll, -Hr. Ralph i. Clark , 
and Mr* Philip G, Strong. Top-rar.kints tJSAF 
representative present vis Brig. General 
Garland, chief of the Air Technical Intelii 
gence Cosnmand* f\ C* Ourant and J, A, Bynek 
were “associate manners" of the Panel.) 

Whereas the first three focoromendatiQns 
were later disclosed (though not for about 
f j’ fP vears) * the fourth recommendation has 
never been fully reported in a manner that 
press, pub Lie, congress* and science can evalu- 
ate* However, enough of that fourth recommen- 
dation is described in Lear Vs sum ary of the 
"»w taxed version" that even persons who have 
not seen the entire document, as I have* can 
sense that a minor tragedy of science may have 
been effected in January , 1953. 

The fourth recommendation, made by the CIA, 
asked for ^ systematic ** debunk inn of the flying 
saucers to use the octu aTlHiuage of'the^ — ^ 
document* And the Stated objective of the 
"debunking" was to "reduce public interest in 
flying saucers . " — 



Mow I wish to make very clear that, on the 
baaim of my examination of the full context of 
this fourth recommendation * I do not regard 
this as a dark -and sinister action of a covert 
body trying to deceive the citizenry of the 
nation. Rather, the reason behind this 
regrettable decision (that appears to have been 
acted upon so very' faithfully by Project Blue- 
book ever since) was entirely understandable 
tf hen aeon from a solely national-security view- 
The un p r o Cemented "wTv e oi i?FO reportF’of 
1952" some 1500 just in official filuebook files 
alone, tied up Aar Force intelligence personnel 
^nd intelligence machinery to an alarming 
degree* Given the scientists 1 opinion that 
there was no evidence that the UFOs came from 
any terrestrial power hostile to the U*S, . it 
seamed to security people to be urgently impor- 
tant to reduce this “noise" that might cover up 
real signals" coming into intelligence 
channels. Hence, viewed narrowly from security 
Viewpoints* it made good sense to get this 
noise suppressed. ; t has indeed been effec- 
tively suppressed in the ensuing fifteen years, 

AIR FORCE REGULATION 200-2 



within ^ few months- after the CIA cecom- 
rtienostion war. incorporated -v.i the fourth item 
in the Piute j summary, s very important Air 
Force regulation, AF200-2, was promulgated 
(August, 19 >3). this regulation contains the 
ding that "the percentage of mn iden- 
tic ieu^ must be reduced to a minimum," a coal 
thac has been veil achieved, AP 200-2 was tied 
in wuh another regulation, JANAP-UA, that 

^* Uve y lt a Punishable with up 

to ten years J.iftprt»otwi*n!t and $10,000 in fine 
■ . ' Air-base level* *nv ' 

information on any "umdnnUf l«L. M Auxiliary 
re y u 1 -a 1 1 o n . r, a g c t. h ■ other anne d services sdb- 

^«t*r{l t r,^1, Al J rorc “* ln UFO so 

u»at a 1 j reports from any military channels 

wpIfb sup ^;? to 90 t pro -> ecc It 

ores! - . 31 comr, - ,r " J ' - oult1 release to the 

reporc^for ‘;^“ d clti ~ enE ‘nfoiraaUop oo 
reports for which known explanations were 



available; but all unknowns were to go to Slu G - 



tnii- is wen known to 

all who have studied this probler closely. At 
Bluebook the most outrageous ly unscientific 
"explanations 11 were assigned to important* 
sightings. Cases boaring not thv slightest 
resemblance to feathered creatures ^re called 
^ birds, “ and atxn<< of the most improbably 
balloon" phenomena in ail thv historv of 
ballooning can be found in Bluebook files. 
“Astronomical" was tagged onto cases that ’are 
no more astronomical than ornithological- and 
=o it went. The "percentage of unidentified" 
wan, c-, th* flat of scientifically untrained 
Biucbook officers, steadily " reduced to a mini- 
mum. And science be damned. 

I could discuss* for hours, specific 
details of cases reported sines 195 3 for which 
Bluebook has given utterly unreasonable 
explanations , “ cases I have gone over m 
d ^y il “" d T 11 "-' 01 “'host key witnesses I have 
personally interviews. The only non-military 
person who has had continuing opportunity to 
examine these bases was thu Biyobook consult- 
r^nv r br, J_ A, Hynck , who has held that role 
continuously for eighteen long years* I have 
discussed some of the famous howlers with him 
and with Air Force personnel* 1 can only sp- 
here that I am quite dissatisfied with such 
answers as I have been able to secure 



In those Bluebook files have lam 
hundreds of cases that received no adequate 
scientific review, that have often been 
explained away ib such ridiculous manner that 
even amateyr astronomers or untrained citizens 
have publicly complained over the absurdity of 
the official explanat iona, And much more dis- 
tressing have been the many cases in which 
responsible citizens have, in all good faith, 
reported significant encounters with unidenti- 
fied objects at close range* objects defying 
explanation in conventional scientific or 
technological terms, only to have the Pentagon 
press desk release official explanations in' 
terms of "twinkling star" and "inversion," 
“mirages," "balloon," "refueling tanker," and 
the like* Such explanations, put out as if 
they resulted from a careful Air Force check, 
made the citizens who reported seeing strange 
objects feel, as one victim put it to tie, 

"like idiots * * 1 truly doubt that Air Force 

personnel at KPafb and the Pentagon can have 
any notion of the bitterness they have created 
among persons who have been made the butt of 
ridicule by these "debunking" policies that 
trace back so clearly to the 1953 decisions. 

The net effect, over the years, of such 
policies and procedures ha* been entirely 
understandable. Newspaper editors, not having 
staff to send out to check even the sightings 
in their own vicinity in a manner that could be 
termed scientific, and i-.uung no good reason to 
suspect that the Air Force would be super- 
ficially inventing 'explanations with essen- 

-V no scientific content, quickly grew con- 
vinced that there must not t- anything to the 
UFG phenomena. Once this conviction was fairlv 
well established, tha natural propensities of 
journalists to prefer writing feature a tones 
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to factual accounts of inexpl i cat? 1 phenomena 
led to the 'funny tr< otr'< r '. , ' an<J ’ 1 * T 1 -- to 
Gta.ll more ridicule- That, „ K U*d the 

discerniru? citizen to realist thjt f h< did 
see a large red, glowing object 100 feet l*og 
ovsr a field b- ;d» •• 1' * - • - • ' r " l * T '- l ; 

with no other witnejne - to* back him up, he d 
better Vtiep his mouth shut. And oouths shut 
up Lv the- hundreds, on? serious student a. 
the bra phenomena knenrs very well through the 
recurrent phenomena of thr dtscloauce of 
•hidden UFO reports." 

the "bidden UFO report" is on*: that some 
person ha* never related to anyone except p£r- 
hap* one or two friends or Radjcro of hi* 
immediate family, until, by chance* he encoun- 
ters a iwrioua investigator, whos*- chief goal 
i* n«t just ridiculing l!IK) wUncade*. Then he 
Ittav tU^clpat hia previously hidden report* I 
hhvt> encountered many hidden UFO report*; which 
thfc observer had elected not to relate even to 
memuers of Kin own family, so strong ha^ the 
"ridicule- lid" income, NICAF la often the 
recipient of hidden LtPO reports when persons 
happen to read of that grciani ration** serious 
efforts U? solve the H - pu*zl*. it is rot 
surpriMna chat one dobs not find hug*, numbers 
of hidden reports that have been discio-Hud to 
Bluebook! 

Thus the proceed grew cumulative in 
nature , 1 ns t* -■ «i of ^ f ’ •:■' ’» of cor rob- »rat i ve 

reports with mb Unease* who saw a 

event from various locations (obviously invalu- 
able in scientific analysis of a easy) , one had 
a aear-- stoppage cl reports r or else the pain- 
fully recurrent situation where one found only 
a single witness coming forth in an area where 
the probability of additional observation.' 
seemed very high, The "pojrefthtagt unidenti- 
fied" was "reduced to a minimum," and ndacule 
wa^ one of the potent reductive factors, 

COEperCijl pilots have had bitter expe- 
riences with A.r Force ia ert dii . ,-q of their 
reports, us for example in -he famous Killian 
case (America.” Airlines pilot w-f^o, along with 
several other ere vs on Tub. 24, 1959, saw three 
UFOfi over Pennsy Ivan u) , filCAP files and the 
important ?(lCAi "UFO Evidence* (Fef. 3) have 
several good examples* The effect, by the late 
1950 -s was cliia sly evident in the reluctance of 
airlines pilots to report sightings* a reluc- 
tance strongly enhanced, to some instances, by 
management directives from air Lines offices 
instructing their pilots that they were not 
under any ciremflatancea to publicly report any 
unidentified aerial objects that they might see 
during flight operations. This further reduced 
the percentage of unidonti f led in an ares Of 
great potential importance. 

Another exceedingly adverse effect of 
AF2Q0-2 has been that taclur sightings of 
unidentified objects cannot bo disclosed to 
press or public by local air base personnel. 
Radar sightings do leak out ih the midst of 
periods of active sightings, but then the next 
day official disclaimers usually appear, as in 
the oaso of the important Midwest wave of early 
August, 19 $S, Radars at Tinker afb and 
Car™*!! AFB reportedly had unknowns at posi- 
tions compatible with report* from many state 



faiur~ 4 v police if. Cklahona .ind Texas, as wan 
learned by direct phone calls from the 
Oklahoma Department of Public Safety in the 
height of thu excitement fScf* 4 ) But the 
follow no day, the press was told vhese were 
-o “inversicnr- and “electronic malfunc- 
tions," a 5 hsd happened before in fi^ch 
important c^s its the Red fluff, Calxf 
sightings of August 13, I960, or the Rcdaond, 
Oregon, case of Sept. 24, 1959, or Skowhegan , 

SHT^bruary 11. 1M6. I" . 

1965, Midwest episode , it was interesting thaw 
Wichita Weather Bureau radar, unaffected by 
Ar 200-2., Jlsc tracked many of tk« unknowns and, 
like the subsequently denied U5AF radar Obser- 
vations, matched ground-visual observations 
closely* in some cases FAA radar observations 
rave been available to confirm visual sight- 
ings? in others, one gets the impression that 
Pti releases are compromised in some manner not 

. -nip it xtr Force bases. 



Ko single effect of AF200-2 has been as 
scientifically disastrous ob the compromising 
pf the radar data- here is an already avail- 
able . electromagnetic sensing device, deployed 
in large n wethers throughout the country, which 
is known to be capable of detecting UFOs, This 
latter assertion is fvijuLy justified by the pre- 
19S3 disclosure of many Air Force radar obser- 
vations of high-speed objects for which no 
adequate explan jt ions were ever given, indeed, 
one l £ the problem:: that was repeatedly men- 
tioned ir the Robertson Panel report (see 
Ref. 21 was thv : t as t- track H problem, which 

clearly bothered both CIA and Air Force in 
1953. And well it should, as one can readily 
learn for hi, map if by reading Ruppelt's book 
iRof, . , or the long summary cf radar sight- 
ings of object- tracked at mul ti - thousand-mph 
speeds as listvd by MI CAP (Ref, 31, A more 
recent case, that I have personally chocked 
or., occurred at Patuxent River Naval Air 
Station on December 19, 1964, when two uniden- 
tified objects were tracked at speeds of over 
7000 nph. Whereas the Navy released a state- 
ment attesting to the experience of the radar- 
man and whereas the operating personnel stated 
that the set was not malfunctioning. Air Force 
spokesmen tgld Sen. Harry F. Byrd* who queried 
the Air Force on the ca:^ , that an inexperi- 
enced operator was on duty and the set was not 
working properly I Ref * 5J . 



And not only have American radars tracked 
high-speed objects executing maneuvers defying 
explanation, but so have radars of other 
countries . To cite one such case. South 
African Air Force radar tracked an object mak- 
ing repeated passes at speeds of 10 00 mph over 
the Cape on May 23, 1953, under conditions that 
led the government to declare it officially 
unknown, a status that they have recently 
reconfirmed, in addition, there are on record, 
both in USAP files and elsewhere, many cases of 
combined visual and air-borne radar sightings 
by military and commercial aircraft. The 
f omous Rapid City, So, Dakota, case of 
August 12, 1953 (Refs. 1, 3) could serve as 
a good example of unexplained Air Force sight- 
ings* Alter a UFO was spotted by a member g£ 
the Orsund Observer Corps on night duty, two 
F-64*s were vectored in to the location of the 
reject, which showed on GCl ground-radar , Both 
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pilots got airborne radar lock-ons and also saw 
the glowing object visually, but could not 
close on it. Many more such cases can be 
cited, but not after August 1953 when AF200-2 
shut down further disclosures of military 
sightings* 

Citation of foreign radar sightings above 
leads to the inevitable question of why foreign 
governments have not conducted independent 
studies of the UFO problem. There seems abso- 
lutely no question but that the UFO phenomenon 
is a global phenonenon, sc why haven't England 
or France, or Australia, dug into this problem? 
I have no final answers, but t asked a French 
UFO investigator , Dr* Jacques Vallee, about the 
French situation in particular. He explained 
that whenever French investigators of the UFO 
problem made any appeal to their government, 
they were told that the United States Air 
Force had been carefully studying that problem 
for years and had shown that there is nothing 
to itl I am told that the situation in 
Australia is not dissimilar. Is it conceiv- 
able that AF2GD-2 has succeeded in reducing 
the percentage of un^dentif ieds not only here 
but all over the world? 1 strongly suspect so, 
though that is an inference 1 could not prove, 
only make plausible by many examples. 

Air Force Regulation 200-2 was. given a new 
number a few months ago? it is now called 
AF80-17. The only significant change was to 
permit the University of Colorado to gain 
access to airbase* level information on uniden- 
tifieds. Let us hope that this single impor- 
tant alteration will soon pave the way to 
clarification of radar sightings by military 
radar systems* But for fifteen years, 200-2 
has been a most effective barrier to free 
disclosure of precisely that type of observa- 
tional data that would have gone farthest 
toward arousing scientific concern for the UFO 
problem - the radar sightings. Much more can 
be said about the radar problem, but here the 
blockage effect of the "debunking order" that 
led to 2BQ-2 has been the point of principal 
interest . 

1553 REVISITED 

Looked at in retrospect, and viewed 
against the large volume of unexplainable 
phenomena reported outside of military 
channels since 1953, the recommendations made 
by the five scientists who comprised the 
Robertson Panel seem most regrettable* 

Are they to be faulted for their actions? 

I think not. The cases they reviewed were 
selected by someone else, presumably Air Force 
intelligence officers, or possibly CIA repre- 
sentatives (though : stress that I doubt this 
and know of no evidence indicating that the 
CIA then maintained, or now maintains, any 
scientific scrutiny of the details of the UFO 
phenomena) . I feel entirely certain that if I 
had no prior knowledge of details of UFO cases 
and were suddenly asked to make a recommenda- 
tion based on a mere three days* look at UFO 
cases , I would not end up describing them as 
the greatest scientific problem of our times. 
One might, however, wish that the Panel members 
had asked for a better chance to review more 



cases; and one can surely ask whether non- 
hostility didn't argue need for getting the 
whole problem vut o£ the mainstream of our 
military intelligence channels and into seine 
primarily scientific channels where the problem 
could have been more adequately examined. 

The latter suggestion was, unfortunately, 
not made by the Panel. Probably these were 
busy men who thought the whole business had 
ictua ! iy bticrn wo 1 1 chivied out by Air Force 
personnel and Air Force consultants* Perhaps 
they .are reluctant to accept as scientrf ically 
significant observations made outside the 
scientific laboratory. Perhaps there were 
other considerations. 

But at any event, January, 1953, brought 
a marked turn of events. Bluebook operations 
under Capt . E. J, ffcuppclt seemed to have been 
heading in 1952 towards some kind of system- 
atic investigation methods that might have 
hrounht the whole problem out into full glare 
of scientific light. But after 200-2 came: ou t 
in August, 1953, and Ruppelt left the Bluebook 
staff shortly thereafter, a true period of 
“dark ages" began at Bluebook. Plenty of good 
reports kept coming in, as one can easily see 
by going over those files. But contrived 
"explanations" became the order c£ the day, 
and debunking to reduce public interest in the 
flying saucers wont on apace. Organizations 
such as NICAF attempted to force the problem 
out into the open, but their efforts were 
treated by Air Force personnel as if they 
amounted to crackpot activities, a viewpoint 
which t found rather well established in Air 
Force circles when I began an intensive 
& xar. mat! o ;; c f this problem in April, 1966. 
Whether this attitude has since altered appre- 
ciably behind scenes, 1 cannot say. I might 
note, however, that 1 have repeatedly stated 
to Air Force personnel concerned with the UFO 
problem that the MI CAP investigations since 
its founding in 1958 are far superior to those 
of Bluebook , and I wish to repeat that asser- 
tion here. It is based on a great deal of 
first-hand experience and on the basis of 
careful examination of many cases investigated 
hy NICAP and Bluebook, respectively. Prior to 
June, 1966, I had no first-hand knowledge of 
either NICAP or Bluebook, By July, 1966, it 
had become very clear that Bluebook has been 
operated on an almost incredibly non -scientific 1 
basis, whereas HlCAF's work merits high praise, 
especially when measured against the shoestring 
budget on which they have operated. 

THE CONSPIRACY HYPOTHESIS 

I must comment next on one very intriguing 
aspect of the give-and-take between the Air 
Force and groups such as NICAP, namely the 
question of the "conspiracy hypothesis." Among 
those who have done a substantial amount of 
checking of UFO reports, there invariably 
develops great concern over what I term the 
“cover up versus ferulup" controversy. 

Some feel, on the basis of considerable 
knowledge of UFO history, that there axe so 
many we 11 -documented instances in which Air 
Force personnel have obfuscated in their 



case after another swept under the rug. 
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handling of UFO cases that there must be a 
grand conspiracy , a high-level cover up of some 
sort. NICAF, and especially its Director* 

Major Donald E, Keyhoe, have cited dozens of 
instances that seem to suggest such a high- 
level coverup. I have to confess that I am not 
able to rebut these individual cases with 
specific information? 1 agree that, on the face 
of it, many past actions do seem, to suggest a 
pattern of " almost conspiratorial coverup. But* 
at present, I cannot subscribe to the grand- 
cover up hypothesis, 

X do not believe* as do some UFO investi- 
gators, that the CIA or still higher security 
groups 'know all about the JFOs , " know that 
they are of extraterrestrial origin, and are 
concealing this from both the public and 
science, father I have seen a large amount of 
evidence, much of it compelling in its nature# 
that leads me to reject the grand^coverup 
hypothesis. I believe it is instead a grand 
foul up, accomplished by people of very limited 
scientific competence, confronted by a messy 
and rather uncomfortable problem. (What air 
force officer, American, British, Russian, or 
Chinese, would care to admit that in his 
country's airspace there are maneuvering 
objects of unknown nature far exceeding in 
performance characteristics anything his 
friends are flying I) I have told Air Force 
personnel quite directly that I think it's a 
foulup , net a coverup, and until I see new 
evidence to the contrary X shall subscribe to 
this view. 

As a result of close scrutiny of the 
operating methods of Bluebook, after seeing at 
firsthand how little scientific expertise has 
been utilized at Bluebook* and after finding 
no one in any 7tir Force office that I have 
visited who exhibits any appreciable knowledge 
of the full history’ of the UFO problem, I have 
slowly formed my own picture of what has 
probably happened in this long-standing coverup 
vs foulup controversy. I sense that groups 
like NICAF who have been assiduously investi- 
gating the tjfo problem over the years have been 
incapable of imagining how incompetently the 
problem was actually being handled within the 
Air Force. They could only imagine that every- 
thing they knew was surely also known to Blue- 
book investigate rs # and that all those spurious 
explanations defying elementary scientific 
principles could only be the efforts of not- 
too-careful officers assigned to put out the 
coverup propaganda. 

But after seeing what has gone on at Blue- 
book, after talking with higher-echelon person^ 
nei at WFAFB who were almost unaware of what 
was being done in the 3-man (major , serceant# 
secretary) operation# and after being assured 
in the most convincing manner that Bluebook has 
been an extremely low priority project tone of 
about 200 in the Foreign Technology Division of 
WFAFB where it has lain in recent years) , I 
form a very different picture. My picture of 
this is no cloak-and-dagger conspiracy, rto 
effort to prevent public oanic ever the "real 
nature" of the UFOs, no front organization 
named Bluebook concealing a higher-level inves- 
tigation of the FOs . Instead I see just one 
incompetently and superficially investigated 



Bluebook, without conspiratorial finesse, 
has succeeded in hoodwinking us all. One of 
their most successful tactics might be called 
the "five-day delay." After an important 
sighting that has somehow made the wire ser- 

(many Of us wonder how it is that certain 
cases make the grade while so many others go 
unnoticed) , Bluebook and the Pentagon press 
desk just wait. Then, when press interest has 
gone through its characteristic half-life of 
about two or three days, they put out some 
» explanation " and add solemn assurance that the 
Air Force has investigated such and such a 
number of cases in the past ten years and of 
these such and such a tiny percentage have 
been regarded as unidentified, and the public 
and the editors shrug their shoulders once 
again, forget the sightings, and decide there 
sure must be a lot of nuts in the country to 
be reporting such outlandish things when the 
Air Force keeps on dutifully checking them and 
finding them all due to twinkling stars and 
meteors. It works. As editors, ask yourselves 
if it doesn't work! 

And all the time groups like NX CAP, having 
diligently dug out the facts# usually in far 
more detail than has Bluebook or its consult- 
ants, are left wondering how such atrocious 
official explanations could be palmed off on 
the public unless... and their suspicions that 
there must be a top-level coverup grow and 
grow. I believe that this, combined with 
inherent tendency for military personnel to 
play it safe and play it classified when in 
doubt about an uncomfortable situation, has 
generated the suspicions of a well-designed 
conspiracy. When jets are scrambled to try to 
follow a UFO, and all is later denied, X think 
it’s just some colonel playing it safe. I do 
not, in my rejection of the hypothesis, fault 
those who have Lcen driven to it by some faint 
faibr. in the image of scientific expertise so 
diligently shaped by innumerable Press Informa- 
tion Officers at the Pentagon and elsewhere. 

But in the area of the UFOs , that image appears 
to me to be a completely false image, almost 
laughably false. The United States Air Force 
most assuredly has a let of top-notch scien- 
tific talent at its disposal. It just hasn't 
used any of it on the UFO problem for at least 
fifteen years* as far as I can see. 

I have often wondered if perhaps the FI Os 
at the Pentagon press desks actually believe 
that* with all the engineering and scientific 
talent that can be found up at Wright- 
Fatterson AFB, Bluebook must have a lot of 
that talent, too. This, at least* might 
explain how the Pentagon desk has dutifully 
passed on to a sometimes howling -mad local 
citizenry "explanations" of the most patently 
senseless nature in recent years. I might add 
that one additional strong argument against the 
high-level coverup hypothesis is the very 
ineptitude o* Bluebook "explanations . ” If CIA 
and L'SAF really wished to conceal the UFO, they 
could very easily have assigned to the Bluebook 
Office clever , scientifically trained officers 
who could have contrived sensible rather than 
absurd "explanations." Th :s has clearly not 
been done. Finally, were there some frantic 
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effort on the port of CIA and USAF to plumb the 
secret of the UFOs, N1CAP and even a person who 
has dene as much checking of strong cases of 
close-range sightings as I have done, would 
surely run into many cases where the key wit- 
nesses had been carefully interrogated by 
trained personnel out tc* get every last shred 
of evidence from a strong case. Quite the 
opposite situation prevails: Again and again 

one finds that even when key witnesses risked 
ridicule and reported a case to Air Force 
charnels, no investigation of any kiiid was con- 
ducted, Let me cite a single example that I 
checked just last week, 

A report in the latest NICAP bulletin 
IRef - 7) indicates that: f ’ V over th 

United tfdtiGHip in tie# i’erk dtp was repeatedly 
fi^cK on Hcvsr her 22 * Vi tste'&S&o included 

at traz r f.gk t •: ri, .'c.r ;•/ : •; Ar^ricQK 
pap c v P%tb l i i- h <: ne As s o c tc e a n , -■ ■: o w* t eh e d fvom 
th-ziv a ff i a ti t h ,• 2 7 th fivar of ? h 0 T h iy*d 
.4 v^nue a r 4 : 0 F . iV, an a t rights &v *i n day , 

Th# UFO ti«ts a ry:ctangulav t aUshiDri^shap&d 
obj d&t'i’i ♦ ( 'wh l esh) came s Au r. F. w; rd Wtf« r 8 <? Eas t 

. . ♦ 

It fluttered end bobbed like a tsktf an agi-iat^d 

n «??■«, " Witnesses mentioned were D. R. McVay, 
assistant general manager of ANPA and Mr. W, 

H. Leick, manager of the ANPA's Publications 
Department, 1 telephoned the ANPA offices and 
spoke at some length with Mr, Leick about the 
sighting, fie confirmed that eight or nine 
persons were out on the 17th floor terrace 
watching the object hover over the UN Building 
for a number of minutes as it rocked and 
reflected the sun's rays with a golden glint 
before rising and moving off, I asked Leick if 
they reported it to any Air Force channels, and 
he said that A. A, LaSalle called a New York 
office of the Air Force and was assured that an 
officer would be in the next day to inrerview 
them. But no one ever came. This is indica- 
tive of the diligence- with which the Air Force 
is seeking out the last bit of evidence about 
UFOs _ Over a half dozen responsible witnesses 
see an unconventional object hover over mid- 
town Manhattan, they tell the Air Force, and it 
yawns! Leick added that they also phoned a New 
York newspaper "which shall go unnamed, 11 but 
"they weren't interested." It got to NICAF 
almost by accident, and NICAF sent up their 
standard v:i tness -questionnaires which Leick 
sairl they all filled out. as carefully as they 
could,* If this were an isolated instance, it 
might be amus;. s all too typical, unfor- 

tunately, So I don't see the earmarks of a 
frantic race against time to secretly solve the 
enigma of the UFOs. 

^incidentally, my phone call to Leick illus- 
trated another point - it turned up one more 
of the many "hidden UFO reports" I have 
received, Leick and his wife, driving at night 
on the Ohio Turnpike several years ago, had 
seen a luminous, unconventional object with a 
circular array of lights. After hovering about 
5 minutes, it took off in an oblique climb at 
very high speed. 'Tve never seen anything 
that fast," Leick told me. He had never re- 
ported it, having no desire to be ridiculed for 
his observation, he explained. 



If my view Is wrong, if there Is a high- 
level coverup, then I am going to be one of a 
very large number of scientists, both within 
this country and outside it, who are going to 
want to hear some fast explaining as to how a 
scientific problem of the potential interest of 
the UFO problem could be regarded as the legit- 
imate domain of deception-operations unparal- 
leled in previous history. But, to repeat, I 
just don ' t believe there have been such opera- 
tions. (in a recently published book [Ref. 7], 
L. J_ Stanton also rejects the "conspiracy 
hypothesis," but for reasons which seem to me 
to reflect incomplete knowledge of the facts 
of the case , Stanton’s book can be recommended 
as a generally sound analysis of the history of 
the UFO problem and the shortcomings of the 
official investigations,) 

Thus, it’s not the UFOs but the Air Force 
investigation that is the big joke, as I now 
see it, 

Gn June 7, 1966, at the end of my first 
Visit to Bluebook, and after incredulously 
pouring over perhaps 150-200 cases selected at 
random from the Air Force UFO files, I stated 
to Brig, Gen, Arthur W. Cruikshank , Jr,, com- 
mander of the Foreign Technology Division at 
WPAFB i that when the full picture gets out as to 
how the Air Force has mishandled the UFO prob- 
lem , "the Air Force will look very, very sad,” 

I still regard this prediction as sound, fen 
months later. Gen, Cruikshank's response was 
laudable. He put three officers onto the task 
or carrying out a quick review of Bluebook, I 
extended all possible cooperation to that trio 
of officers last summer, and then I heard no 
more, I subsequently found that Gen. Cruik- 
shank (who seemed to be quite interested to 
hear a real live scientist in his office say- 
ing that there might be much more to the UFO 
problem than had ever met the Air Force eve) 
was transferred to another command on the West 
Coast as part of a routine shift of personnel. 
Therein one sees one more facet of the Air 
Force problem. No one has ever stayed with 
this problem long enough to sense its true 
dimensions. There have been a half dozen 
hluelook officers since Euppelt, None, seems 
to have had any appreciable scientific back- 
ground. Only the chief scientific consultant 
has been present over the whole eighteen years, 
and until recent months, Dr. Hy nek seems hot to 
have taken very seriously the enormous volume 
of important reports that one finds packed into 
the huge files in the Bluebook office. And so 
years have slipped by and the UFO problem is 
still with us, Worse yet, credible UFO reports 
of close-range sightings are on the increase, 
and this despite the "ridicule lid" which 
callous Air Force discrediting has imposed. 

SCIENTISTS' VIEWS ON UFOs 

Having suggested that press and public 
have been misled hy the Cl A- requested' debunking 
that Bluebook has carried out in the past dozen 
years, it is next in order to ask why* scien- 
tists have not seen through the misrepresenta- 
tions, Certainly at this writing one' would be 
rash to suggest that more than a few per cent 
of the country’s scientists take the UFO 
problem seriously, if the true percentage is 
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larger , then I can only say that of the 

supporters are keeping themselves very well 
concealed. By contrast , those who scoff at the 
UFOs as a lot of nonsense or as an expression 
of the human need for miracles or as the mis- 
taken observations of untrained laymen are 
both numerous and vocal. 

In seeking an explanation of this pattern , 
one must again lay primary responsibility on 
Air Force Project Bluebook for having left 
scientists with no reason to doubt that the 
problem was being very thoroughly investigated. 
Scientists are busy people, always have more to 
do than they have time for, and when they read 
in the papers that Bluebook has explained away 
all but* a tiny percentage of reports and that, 
for most of those, explanations could probably 
have been found had there been tnpre adequate 
information, they are not likely to pursue the 
matter farther- Scientists, like Congress and 
the public, had no reason to suspect that all 
those Pentagon reassurances were baseless, so 
most of them ignored the problem* 

Others, unfortunately, without any first- 
hand knowledge about the actual UFO evidence 
and without any personal examination of a. 
substantial number of UFO reports, have felt 
free to speak ex cathedra that "people have a 
need for miracles, so what’s more natural in 
a scientific age than scientific miracles 
autl so on* Many, seeing the highly visible 
cultist and crackpot fringe of believers in 
UFO space messengers have base less ly assumed 
that this was the entire picture, others 
have simply opined from their armchairs with 
scarcely any knowledge of any sort, just speak- 
ing from scientific orthodoxy at its worst. 

In NICAP and in other similar groups such 
as AFRO (Aerial Phenomena Research Organiza- 
tion) , there has been a modest number of 
scientists who have followed the UFQ problem, 
with some interest, though none seems to have 
pursued the matter as a full-time effort. None 
could be rated at Nobel prize- winning caliber, 
none are leaders of American science, I 
suppose; and most have been reluctant to speak 
out on the basis of their personal knowledge, 
though they have suspected that scientific 
values were being ignored in the neglect of 
the UFO question. I was, myself, in roughly 
that last category until I decided, a year ago, 
to try to make an intensive study of the prob- 
lem and see if there really was anything to all 
those reports that seemed to keep cropping up. 
Despite almost a decade of intermittent check- 
ing of local UFO reports near Tucson, I had 

too few instances of strong cases to feel 
free to extrapolate very far. 1 was entirely 
unprepared for what 1 found almost immediately 
upon making a personal check of NXCAP ' s operat- 
ing methods and case files, and upon doing the 
same at Eluebook, I feel sure that my reaction 
will be paralleled by that of many other 
scientists just as soon as they can be per- 
suaded to personally look into the actual 
nature of the UFO evidence in detail* To get 
them to do so, I am finding, is not as easy as 
one might hope. 

1 might say that I have never met a scien- 
tist who has made what I could regard as art 



adequate investigation of the UFO problem who 
all inclined to sneer at the problem. 

If I did find one, X would be extremely 
interested to hear his arguments. 



"here is one scientist who has written and 
lectured’ a great deal about UFOs, and who has 
certainlv looked at a lot of cases without 
beinq convinced that the UFO problem involves 
anv thing of great scientific interest. -ha- 
is Dr. Donald Menzel, former Director of the 
Harvard College Observatory. Dr. Menzel has 
published two books on the UFOs, both aimed at 
explaining UFOs chiefly in terms of misinter- 
preted meteorological and astronomical phenom- 
ena (Refs S, 9J * I am deeply puzzled by those 
;allu the more recent one. 



My puzzlement stems from realizing that 
Dr. Men z el's background in physics and astron- 
omy is well- at tested by his authorship Of a 
number of texts and references in those areas. 
Despite that background, when he comes to 
analyzing UFO reports, he seems to calmly cast 
aside well-known scientific principles almost 
with abandon, in an all-out effort to be sure 
that no UFO report survives his attack. 
Refraction processes are quite well understood 
in optics, and the refracting properties of the 
atmosphere are surely as familiar in astronomy 
as in meteorology, if not more so. Yet in 
*' explanation' 1 after M explanation” in his books, 
Menzel rides roughshod over elementary optical 
considerations governing such things as 
mirages ana light reflections. For instance, 
the interesting observation made by Dr, Clyde 
Tombaugh, in August, 1949, who along with two 
members of his family saw a puzzling array of 
pale! lights move rapidly through their zenith 
sky in Las Cruces, Mew Mexico* and disappear 
into the southeastern sky, is casually attri- 
buted by Henze 1 to '’reflections of ground 
lights against the boundary of an inversion 
layer in the air." The difficulty that these 
lights were rapidly moving in orderly fashion 
across Tombaugh's sky Menzel explains (Ref. 9, 
p, 26 9 J by asserting that it was produced by 
11 a ripple in the thin haze layer," That is, 
'‘this ripple, tipping the haze layer at a 
slight angle, could have reflected the lighted 
windows of a house? as the ripple progressed in 
a wavelike motion along the layer, the reflec- 
tion would have moved us did the rectangles of 
light," Now this might go down with a layman, 
but to anyone who is at all familiar with the 
physics q£ reflection and particularly with 
the properties of the atmosphere through which 
generations of astronomers have successfully 
watched a large number of astronomical events, 
the suggestion that there are "haze layers" 
with sufficiently strong refractive index 
gradients to yield visible reflections of 
window lights is simply absurd. But, in 
Menzel 's explanations , light reflections off 
of atmospheric haze layers are indeed a sight 
tu oehold. This, I say, 1 simply do not under- 
stand, since one is not dealing here with some 
subtle shade of opinion. Such a near-normal 
reflection process just does not occur in our 
atmosphere - and no oiu should know this better 
than an experienced astronomer. 



Refractive distortions of stellar images 
are a familiar source of trouble to astronomers, 
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and the circumstances governing these distor- 
tions are rather well known* Certainly the 
order of magnitude of refractive displacement 
and oscillations are extremely well known. 
ret Dr* Menzel speaks in detail (Ref. <3, 
p* €1) of a "mirage of Sirius" which he, him- 
self , reportedly observed while flying in an 
Air Force aircraft in the Arctic, in which 
refraction effects are supposed to have 
enlarged Sirius to an apparent angular diameter 
of about 12 minutes or more of arc (equivalent, 
he asserts, to a sphere a foot or two in diam- 
eter at a distance Of 3tJ0 feet) . Just how- 
ref ractive index gradients with the axial 
symmetry necessary to enlarge a stellar image 
into a circular disc of such relatively enor- 
mous diameter could ever develop within our 
atmosphere, Arctic or otherwise, is not hinted 
by Menzel, nor does he confront the puzzle of 
how, as he flew along, his steadily changing 
optical path always provided him with this krnd 
of a refractive index pattern of axial symmetry 
despite looking through steadily changing air- 
paths I But having made his point-, he uses it 
as the basis of discounting UFO sightings by 
experienced pilots who, he indicates, repeated- 
ly see refraction phenomena of just the same 
type* This is nonsense. 

The important Wash -Fortenberry sighting of 
July 14, 1952, in which the pilot and co-pilot 
of a Pan-American DC-4 observed six red-glowing 
disc-shaped objects maneuver at high speed and 
in unconventional manner below their plane over 
Chesapeake Bay, is readily explained by Menzel 
(Ref. 9, p. 256 ff) as searchlights hitting an 
"inversion layer." He speaks of -what "a thor- 
ough study of the situation showed,'" but as one 
reads a long , it becomes clear that all of his 
arguments apply or..;, tc formation cf the famil- 
iar nocturnal inversion layers that hug the 
earth's surface* Yet the two experienced Fan 
American pilots distinctly describe (and 
Menzel *s book, p, 259, reiterates this) the way 
i n v h i ch t h c ob e e- r vod 1 urn. incus objects " ah r u p t- 
ly began a steep climb to an altitude above 
that of the plane," an appearance quite out of 
question for m hypothetical searchlight shin- 
ing or. a r, h y pc :■ the 1 1 c a 1 inversion lave r near the 
earth’s surface* But many other details of the 
sighting, clearly stated by Nash and Forten- 
berry, such as the sharp-edged nature of the 
glowing discs, and their impressive formation- 
holding maneuvers, arc glossed over in Menzel " s 
inversion- layer explanation. Such easy neglect 
of salient features Of the cases he treats 
marks many other examples that could be cited* 

Menzel 's explanation of the famous Chiles- 
Whitted sighting is another excellent illustra- 
tion of his methods of argumentation* An 
Eastern Airlines DC- 3, piloted by Capt. C, S. 
Chiles with J. B. Whit ted as second officer, 
encountered a high-speed rocket- like glowing 
object approach ing them out o: the northeast in 
the early morning hours over Montgomery, Ala r . , 
on July 24, 1948* The object was described as 
having a length of over 1Q0 ft and thickness 
twice that of a B-29 fuselage; it had something 
resembling blue-glowing ports and a fiery' wake 
streaming from its aft end; and just as it 
passed the aircraft, rocking the DC- 3 as it did 
so, it pulled upwards into a steep climb and 
passed out of sight through the broken cloud 



deck overhead. All of these details are on 
record with the Air Force and are recounted in 
Wenzel's book (Ref. 9, p* 108)* Menzel 
s u .-g v s t s th a - tius wo s a f i rt-bull { i r. tens;? ly 
bright meteor), He glosses over the reported 
rocking of the DC- 3, md completely ignores the 
ttn-meteor i c pull-up and vertical climbput* But 
wha t is root t d i : f icult to understand, f roro an 
astronomical point of viev, ;s that he goes on 
for several pages indicating that since that 
incident occurred near the time of the Delta 
Aqua rid meteor shower, these pilots were fooled 
by a fireball from this shower. Now first of 
all, few showers have meteoroids large enough 
to reach the fireball class (brighter than -5 
mag n i t u d •_ ) , a r ; d t h e Dt s 1 1 a Aqua rid stream is not 
one of the showers noted for this. But much 
more surprising is that Menzel clearly failed 
to check his computations of the position of 
the shower radiant, for had he done so he 
would have found that the Delta Aqua rid radiant 
was at culmination about 40 above the southern 
horizon, whereas the Eastern Airlines DC- 3 was 
heading towards the northeast . Nad Chiles and 
Whit ted seen an Aqua rid meteor in the skies 
ahead of them, it would have given the appear- 
ance of moving in the same general heading as 
their plane, whereas -ill accounts, including 
Menzel ’ s own version, describe the huge glowing 
object ae: coming directly towards the aircraft 1 
Thus there is a clean-cut error of about ISO’ 
in Menzel *s Aquarid meteor explanation. But 
Menzel closes his pat discussion of this case 
[Ref. 9, p, 112) with the statement that 
"...there can be no doubt that Chiles and 
Whi feted misinterpreted the appearance of an 
unusually brilliant meteor...' 1 

The phenomenon of anomalous propagation of 
radar within layers of strong gradients of 
humidity and temperature is well understood. 

To determine whether significant beam- ref r ac- 
tion can occur, one consults radiosonde data to 
see just what index gradients prevailed. 

Menzel discusses a number of DFQ reports in 
which he invokes anomalous propagation, but in 
no instance does he present evidence that he 
has examined any quantitative aspects* with 
qualitative arguments, false arguments are 
easily built upr quantitative considerations 
are what one finds almost non-existent Ln 
Menzel ? s disposal of UFO sightings.* In some 
instances, he j t l r i L>u t e s a i r bo r n e r ada r ech oe s 
to phenomena which are unknown to military 
pilots and unexplainable in terms of meteorol- 
ogy and physics* For example, in the important 
Port Huron „ Michigan, case of July 23 , 1 952 , 
ground radar detected a high-speed unknown and 
then the radar in the nose of one of the F-94‘s 
vectored into the unknown picked up an echo 
and locked -on? finally th> - ; pilot himself saw a 
fast-moving glowing object in that location. 
Menzel (Ref* 5, p. 160) easily explains the 
visual effect as the star H Capeiia, and the 
ground- rad i r fix and radar lock-on ne explains 
away as "phantor returns caused by weather con- 
ditions," Evidently he did not examine the 
available radiosonde data for that date and 
area, as I did, for there was absolutely no 
chance of anomalous propagation causing false 
ground-returns on the ground-based radar that 
originally picked up this fast-moving and oddly 
maneuvering target. But still more perplexing 
is his suggestion that the aa r borne lock-on by 



the F-94 was due to "weather conditions." 

Index gradients adequate to give appreciable 
super- re fract ion or subre fraction are unknown 
in the free atmosphere. Still more signifi- 
cant, is that one cannot get a return even with 
powerful index gradients unless there is some 
solid radar-* returning object in the bent beam. 
Near the earth's surface, it is ground objects 
of one sort or another that provide these false 
targets of solid nature; but aloft there are no 
such solid objects lying around to throw back a 
spurious echo, The result is that "ground 
returns" are entirely unknown aloft, and one 
need only ask an experienced Air Force pilot to 
confirm that Menzel is here (and in other simi- 
lar cases such as the outstanding B-29 case 
over the Gulf of Mexico, December 6, 1952, dis- 
cussed on p. 5 of kef, 9) invoking a phenomenon 
that i usd does not occur . 

Many other such examples of loose reason- 
ing, failure to chock the relevant weather 
data, and casual neglect of key features of 
the reports could be cited. He speaks (Ref, 9, 
b, 179} of the ’’freak weather" and of severe 
electrical activity near Love 11 and, Texas, on 
the night of November 2/3, 1957, when observa- 
tions by 10 independent witnesses were made 
within a two-hour period of a large luminous 
egg-shaped object that hovered over fields or 
roads and stopped ignitions of engines in eight 
or nine vehicles. Having asserted, without 
documentation, that there was severe lightning 
in the area, he goes on to say that the 
objects, estimated by various witnesses at from 
100 to 200 feet in length, were just "ball 
lightning." And wet ignitions stopped the 
cars . 

The fact that the engines could be re- 
started just as soon as the object darted off 
would, of course, be entirely inconsistent with 
wet ignitions; but that feature of the observa- 
tions is ignored. Worse, the actual weather 
data for the night and locale in question are 
ignored. I dug out the weather maps and rain- 
fall data, A largo high-pressure area was 
moving southward qvtr the Texas Panhandle, com- 
pletely antithetical to convective activity and 
lightning of any sort - and a check of half a 
dozen stations in the vicinity revealed that 
there was not even any rain falling during 
this period, nor had more than a small amount 
fallen hours earlier that day when a cold 
front went through. 

The Air Force offers the same absurd 
explanation of the Level land UFO reports, 
incidentally, and Dr. J, A. Hynek , who was 
involved in formulating the Air Force explan- 
ation of this one, has stated to me that this 
explanation was a bit "unf ortunate* " The 
Levelland case affords an excellent illustra- 
tion of how the press has been used by the 
Air Force in its "debunking" efforts/ The 
Levelland case, plus several others else- 
where in the Southwest on the same night, 
v.ere headline news all over the country on 
November 3 and 4, 19S7. No response came from 
the Air Force tor another four days, long 
enough for editorial interest to wane a bit. 
Then an Associated Press dispatch of Nov. 7, 
1957, reiterated the usual/ "The Air Force 
says its investigations of 5,700 retorted 



sightings of flying saucers in the past lo 
years have produced 'no physical or material 
evidence* that such things exist," In the 
r : .v* :.v , that dispatch was 

headed "57Q( Duds," Turning the page from 
Mentel’s disposal of the Levelland case, one 
finds him re-using the ball lightning explana- 
tion to account, on the next page, for another 
case, tie Loch Raven Dam case of October 26, 
195E. He ignores completely the point that 
here, too, the car engine was stopped, but the 
witnesses' report of a large luminous object, 
estimated at /. f e’ cr sc in length, hover- 
ing over a bridge structure, he attributes to 
more ball lightning* To make the latter seem 
to fit better, he refers to the object as a 
"ball," despite the witnesses' remarks that it 
looked much like "a Navy blimp" (Ref. 10, 
p. 192} * Also ball lightning is a luminous 
mass only a foot or two in diameter, so how 
Menzel feels it can attain a size of 100 ft 
is far from clear. But the real irrelevance 
of the entire "explanation" emerges only when 
one runs down the weather map for the day in 
question and finds that a large high-pressure 
area sat over the Ear-. t Coast, precluding any- 
thing like the kind of atmospheric electrical 
activity so casually invoked by Menzel. 

1 could easily go on at much greater 
length with specific objections to Dr. Menzel*s 
methods of explaining UFO cases, but the above 
should suffice to suggest the nature of my 
strong objections to his writings on this sub- 
ject, I simply do not regard them as substan- 
tial scientific analyses of the UFO phenomena. 

I believe they should be ignored. 

However, they have not been ignored at 
all. One can find references in the writings 
of other scientists who cite his work as the 
authoritative analysis of the UFO problem, and 
I can only presume that those others who have 
accepted his conclusions have not examined the 
actual details of his arguments, for the latter 
just will not withstand close scrutiny. In my 
opinion, and in the opinion of a number of oth 
others familiar with the UFO problem. 

Dr, Menzel has had a baleful influence on 
scientific progress towards solution of the 
puzzle of the unidentified flying objects. I 
believe that Bluebook officers have patterned 
many of their "twinkling star" and "fireball" 
explanations after those to be found in 
Menzel' s books - and perhaps one can only say 
that for officers with very limited scientific 
background to take his writings as reliable was 
not unreasonable, in view of his prestigious 
affiliations and his past publications on many 
scientific topics. But the latter considera-* 
tions notwithstanding, his writings on the UFO 
problem are, in my opinion, scientifically 
unsound. The sooner a large number of other 
scientists take a close look at the astonish- 
ing nature of his analyses, the sooner they 
will be put aside as having no real relevance 
to the solution of the UFO mystery. 
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Recently another writer has launched an 
attack on the UFOs in a manner hearing many 
resemblances to Dr, ftenzel's approach] Whereas 
Dr, Menzel feels that optical effects probably 
explain the bulk of the UFO reports, Philio J. 
Kiass, of the Aviation Keck staff, has attempt- 
ed to argue that essentially all UFO reports' 
can be accounted for in terms of plasma" phenom- 
ena associated with corona discharges on cower 
lijies or ban lightning Ref, 11}," Like Mental, 
he sidesteps quantitative considerations. Also 
like Mentel, he rather freely ignores many 
salient features in the reports of witnesses 
who have seen unidentified objects, or else 
freely twists them to fit his own interpreta- 
tions, Finally, i believe he has ignored most 
of what is known about ball lightning. This 
still leaves open the likelihood that a few 
UFOS out of the thousands that have been 
reported were corona phenomena or bail lights 
nings , but Klass* efforts to explain the whole 
problem away with plasma-type phenomena cannot 
Le taken seriously. 1 have discussed his 
approach with several colleagues active in the 
*ield of atmospheric electricity, several of 
whom have had personal exchanges with Klass, 
just us I haye , and all share my rejection of 
his main arguments, 

Ball lightning, to be sure, is a very 
poorly understood atmospheric phenomenon. But 
if there are any workers in atmospheric elec- 
tricity who hold, as does Klass, that ball 
lightning Can be generated without presence of 
intensely active thunders terms , I have failed 
to uncover such viewpoints in a recent exten- 
sive review that I have carried out on the ball 
lightning problem, thanks to Klass' prodding, 
r-iass nas cited a half-dozen cases of clear-air 
lightning as if this somehow proved his conten- 
tions, but none of those cases sounded like 
what is normally termed ball lightnino, He 
ignores the fact that ball lightning reports 
involve luminous plasmoids of diameter seldom 
exceecir.g a few feet, usually about the size of 
ca s*etpail or smaller? instead he feels will- 
ing to say that objects reported as having 
diameters ten to a hundred times larger are 
ba 1 1 1 igh tn i ng . * 



. like the interesting Red Bluff, 
-all.,, Sighting of August 13, 19-60, where two 
Hlg ^ ay Patrolmeft st °od less than a 
y * r( t~ ; r0m an ob i ect metallic luster 
about a hundred feet in length, 
with huge lights on it, or the well-reported 
Exeter case (Ref, 14} of Sept. 3, 1965, could 
not, by wildest stretch of any reasonable 
scientist's imagination, be attributed to ball 
lightning - anc: tne more so when one notes that 
the wedtJwr conditions were so stable that the 
* icial Air Force explanation used that cir- 
cumstance to try to blame each of those cases 
on i n versa on - ref r act ion of stars, rior could 
dozens of other sightings, manv made under 

conditions « th perfectly clear skies, 
where the observers reported solid. sietallic- 
*° vi,, 9 rapidly ln the free 
‘ (far from Klass’ corona- nroducing 

— - explanation 



give 



1 know of no atmospheric 
serious credence to Klass 



scientists who 
* efforts to 



shoehorn all UFO reports into the corona-and- 
buli- lightning pigeon-hole; but a large amount 
0i magazine and press coverage has recent lv 
seen given to his arguments, which is most 
regrettable in that this will further confuse 
the real issues. This readiness of editors to 
pick up the dubious arguments of engineers or 
scientists who offer arguments attacking the 
UFOs as nonsense, contrasts sharply with their 
general unwillingness to take seriously the 
much more solid efforts of groups like S3 1 CAP 
who are, in a sense, doing the very job that 
tne journalists might well be doinc - carefully 
reporting unusual events going on Recurrently 
all over the country. But can one fault the’ 
journalists heavily on this score? Probably 
not, since once more one sees, at the bottom of 
all this, conviction that there really cannot 
be anything to all this talk about Unidentified 
flying objects or else our Air Force would have 
found it out years back, 

THE NATURE OF THE UFO EVIDENCE 

Like most scientists, I prefer to base 
scientific conclusions on quantitative obser- 
vations obtained from controlled experiments in 
the laboratory. But scientists don't always 
get their problems handed to them in such neat 
packages. Seismologists frequently have to go 
out and interview lay witnesses in“ earthquake * 
areas in order to fill in details of their 
xsoseismal patterns. Meteorologists can't 
S*; tornadoes in their laboratories; they smst 
studj them as they randomly occur, and relv fre- 
quently on anecdotal accounts by eye-witnesses 
Meteor i ti cists who try to locatR the fall- 
points of suspected meteorites often find la - 
men s reports confused and marked by certain 
characteristic errors of underestimate of dis- 
tance, etc,; yet meteor iticists do manage to 
locate strewn-f ields and impact-points by 
putting together large numbers of lav reports 
and working carefully to sort out the crain 
from the chaff. 

Similarly, in the case of the UFO problem, 
it is unfortunately going to be necessary for 
scientists to begin by listening carefullv to 
the accounts of many untrained observers and 
to do their best to sort out the grain from the 
chaff. With experience, one learns to imme- 
diately drop off an interview with a noor 
observer, an inarticulate witness, or one who 
is over-dramatic about his account. With dili- 
gent searching, one finds that mixed in with 
the lay observations are some real gems of 
observation made by quite experienced observers, 
often with a considerable scientific trainina 
And slowly one develops a body of evidence that 
indicates an impressive degree of general con- 
sistency, NICAP, working in just this manner, 
found some years ago that the evidence foJ the 
reality of the UFOs was very weiahty - but no 
one in science paid much hoed because thev were 
not a scientific body. 

The danger of rejecting reports that ori- 
ginate predominantly from non -scientists is a 
danger science has fallen into in the past. 

Tn e zos t no t or; c us parallel con ee m * th e h is - 
tory of the "discovery rt of meteorites. Prior 
to about 1000, recurrent reports of peasants 
who claimed that stones had fallen out of the 



1 2 



sky were scoffed at by the academicians. in 
many parts of Europe, iron objects that had 
reportedly fallen out of the skies were vener- 
ated as church relics , and this bothered the 
academicians of the Enlightenment who were 
trvinc to break away from the super natural ism 
of ‘ the past . Hence for years scarcely any 
scientists gave credence to these lay claims 
of witnessed falls- 



But finally, in 1802, at I/Aigle, France, 
an unusual shower of meteoritic fragments 
occurred, and not only all the peasants 
attested to the fall, but many churchmen and 
local political officials added their testimony- 
so the French Academy sent an eminent physicrs , 
Biot, to L'Mgle to investigate- His report, 
based on many persons* accounts, finally con- 
vinced the scientific world that stones do rai 
out of the sky. The Academy '$ initial reluc- 
tance to believe so odd a contention was heay- 
ilv influenced by their notion of a beautifully 
simple, Clock -winder theory of the solar system 
based on the Newtonian synthesis. The ioea o_ 
rocks and other debris skimming around amongst 
the orbits of the planets whose motions Laplace 
and Lagrange had so firmly accounted for, was 
to them distinctly uncomfortable. But Biot s 
analysis carried the day, and in 1803, the year 
of his report, the subject of meteonUcs was 
opened as a legitimate scientific subject. 



Similarly today, most of us find it uncom- 
f or table to think that in our atmosphere there 
mav be real objects of a most unconventional 
nature operating and maneuvering _ m a way that 
wc cannot account for in terms of present-cay 
knowledge. in our discomfort , most of us seem 
to take the easy way out and say it just car/ t 
be, and we even suspect as slightly unbalanced 
those who claim to have seen these things. 
William James put it painfully well when he 
s . d i£t ;‘jp o: 

phenomena novel i hat they m*km for- c 

e*ri*uit rearrangement of our preconceptions ts 
tc ignore the n altogether, or to abuae those 
■y*ic- It a? jztnecj' to the m . ,r Let me hasten to 
add that I'm not m any position to sermonise 
on this theme; I 1 m sure I've been guilty or the 
same error in my own scientific work. The 
difference is solely that, in the case of the 
UFOs, I have now seen too much evidence to be 
able to ignore any longer the seriousness of the 
problem of our collective turning- away from all 
of these reports , 



The 1803 episode that led to acceptance of 
meteorites is actually only a weak parallel to 
the present-day case of the UFOs, fox the UFOs 
do not appear to constitute just one more geo- 
physical or astronomical phenomenon of still 
obscure nature. Almost everyone who has care- 
fully sorted through the evidence is forced to 
consider quite seriously the hypothesis that 
the UFOs are some form of extraterrestrial 
probes . That is an hypothesis very much more 
uncomfortable, X fear, than anything like 
"rocks failing out of the sky." It has so much 
more far-reaching consequences if true; its 
a priori probability seems so much more remote 
than was that of rocks falling from the sky; it 
carries so much more dynamite to explode cher- 
ished conceptions of our place in the universe. 



Nevertheless, trying to put aside ail the 
oreccnceptions that I tend to share with ortho- 
dox fellow-scientists, and trying to keep ray 

&«•- swss ssr&Sx 

ter res trial hypothesis the only presently 
SlfexpuL^n for 

f^cts I repeat, however, that I treat to 
£3 » an hypothesis, subject to re 3 ectxon if 
facts so rule. 

Even to hold this as merely an hypothesis 
is to invite the charge of going far ** 

available evidence, 1 ve lound. Th_s is ££ 

understandable charge, yet nor really a de.a,. 
Bible charge. I have noted some of my col- 
leagues making the mistake of judging 
" available evidence" by the ir-signuicant frac 
tion of the actually available evidence that 
they are aware of. -hey tend unconsciously to 
tKTnk that the total existing evidence cannot 
be more conclusive and consequential than the 
scraps of information they have themselves 
read, mostly in newspapers. This reaction plus 
the very low a priori probability of the extra- 
terrestrial hypothesis tend inevitably to make 
most scientists balk at taking that hypothesis 
s^rimislv. I understand this. 



But the actually available evidence point- 
ing rather strongly in that strange direction 
is an iceberg of credible reports of close- 
ranoe sightings by reliable people, an iceberg 
whose tiny visible portion belies its true bulk 
and sicnificance . The heart of the problem is 
how to get large numbers of top-notch scien- 
tists to dive down and examine with great care 
the enormous bulk below the surface, the large 
body of evidence that exists but has not been 
pasteurized for acceptance by the body scien- 
tific. As long as scientists think that all 
this is just a lot of nonsense, they Will 
largely iqncre it. This is precisely where 
you editors can play an exceedingly important 
role, by doing some checking on your own, read- 
ing some of the substantial references on CFOs 
{elg,. Ref- 3, above all), and pressing in 
every way you can for an adequate and much- 
expanded investigation of the UFO problem. 

NEED FOR A CONGRESSIONAL investigation 



Because, as 1 have now said almost ad 
nauseam i so much of the misrepresentation of 
this problem must be laid at the door of Air 
Force Project Bluebook, I urge that a full- 
scale Congressional investigation be prepared 
immediately to examine the actual nature of 
this problem. Following the protests of many 
citizens in the Michigan area (after some mod - 
eratelv interesting sightings in March, J.966) , 
some Michigan Congressman pressed for and 
secured a hearing before the House Committee 
on Armed Services last year- But if there was 
ever a one-sided hearing, this was it. The 
three persons testifying were persons already- 
having an obvious vested interest in telling 
Congress that the problem has been in fairly 
good hands - Air Force Secretary Brown, 

Bluebook Officer Major Quintanilla, and Blue- 
book Chief Consultant, Dr. J. Allen Hynek 
[see Ref. 12) . whereas NICAP has been pressing 



for ^ chance to present its { strong} case 
before a Congressional committee for years 
(see, for example, the summary of those efforts 
in REf , 3, p, 173 ff ) , they were not invited to 
testify before the April, 1966 hearings before 
the Armed Services Committee. Fortunately, a 
number of NICAF members submitted material for 
the record, somewhat: alleviating the otherwise 
Air-Force dominated record of those hearings, 
but no NI CAP representatives were asked to 
testify in person. 

I would emphasize that, at this very date, 
NICAF and many serious investigators of this 
problem have information enough on hand for a 
half-dozen Congressional investigations. What 
is needed is some pressure from the press for 
immediate clarification of the status of this 
2 0-y earmold mystery that has been swept under a 
rug of ridicule and misrepresentation by Proj- 
ect Bluebook. And the fastest way to get 
clarification will be, I now believe, a Con- 
gressional investigation. Clearly this will 
not solve the problem, as a scientific problem; 
but I fear that the existing scientific faith 
in 20 years of Air Force assurances is so 
strong that we shall not see anything like 
adequate scientific attention given to the 
UFOs until Congress sorts out the incredible 
history of Bluebook mishandling of the UFO 
problem and thereby awakens scientists to the 
fact that they have been misled for two decades 
about what may well be the greatest scientific 
problem of our times. 

THE UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO PROGRAM 

Some will surely object that to urge a 
Congressional investigation at a time when the 
new University of Colorado program is just 
getting underway is out of order. I do not 
think so. Firs r - of all, X have repeatedly said 
and continue to say that the Colorado program 
is not nearly large enough to cope with the 
apparent dimensions of this problem. I believe 
that, once that program gains some momentum, it 
will move towards the same serious concern for 
the UFO problem that I now hold. But I am 
uneasy, frankly, at the very limited manpower 
resources available to the Colorado group, and 
they are now about l third of the way through 
their initial contract-period of IS months. As 
I understand it, there are, at present, only 
four full-time persons on that program, none 
with training at the Ph.D. level; and the frac- 
tional-time of the several others (mainly 
psychologists) contributing to the program 
averages, as I understand it, less than 3D or 
40 per cent. Several weeks ago I spent several 
days with three of the full-time members of the 
Colorado team and made directly to them the 
same point J am here making, namely, that this 
problem warrants far more scientific attention 
than their program is currently able to provide. 
It is most encouraging that they will soon ado 
two or three more members with considerable 
scientific training, but ever, this will scarce- 
ly make the Colorado effort at all commensurate 
with the importance of the UFO problem. 

Even if the Colorado program could quad- 
ruple its scientific staff in the next few 
weeks, 1 woulc still be saying that we must get 
more good people onto this problem, it is far 



too important a problem to leave in its present 
state, and only a large increase in high- 
caliber scientific manpower attacking the UFO 
enigma will suffice to make real progress on 
it . 

TRANSFER DF RESEARCH RESPONSIBILITY 

I believe that the primary responsibility 
for UFO investigations ought to be taken from 
Air Force hands and turned over to some strong 
science-oriented agency, NASA would seem to be 
a very logical group for this. 

Curiously, I have said this both in 
NASA ar.ii fairly widely-reported public discus- 
sions before scientific colleagues te.g_. 

Ref, 13), yet the response from NASA has been 
essentially nil. Perhaps they, too, are sure 
that this is just a nonsense problem and has no 
relation to their space programs, their "search 
for life in the universe." NASA is busy tell- 
ing us that there is high probability of life 
in the universe, but it T s all far out there, 
not here. Frankly, when one looks long and 
carefully at the UFO evidence, one wonders if 
perhaps it's not conceivable that some of it 
has found us, rather than vice versa . But, to 
date, my own efforts to get - NASA to consider 
that intriguing possibility seem to have been 
ignored. Even attempting to get a small group 
within NASA to undertake a study— group approach 
to the available published effort seems to have 
generated no visible response. I realize, of 
course, that there may be semi -political con- 
siderations that make it awkward for NASA to 
fish in these waters at present - but if this 
is what is holding up serious scientific atten- 
tion to the UFO problem at NASA , this is all 
the more reason why Congress had better take a 
good hard look at the problem and reshuffle the 
deck . 

Interestingly, in the course of my months 
of digging into the UFO problem, X have learned 
from a number of unquotable sources that the 
Air Force has long wished to get rid of the 
burden of the troublesome UFO problem and has 
tried twice to "peddle" it to NASA, but without 
success. X regret that I am not free to quote 
my sources on this , but I regard them as 
entirely credible , An Air Force wish to be rid 
of the UFOs would be entirely compatible with 
the firm impression I have formed from many 
lines of evidence that no one in any position 
of importance within the Air Force views the 
UFOs as real or significant. 

Such a position is compatible, too, with 
all that I have been able to learn about how 
the University of Colorado program came into 
being. Everything points to this: that the 

Air Force regards their UFO responsibilities 
as a public relations liability that they would 
like to have done with, once and for all, and 
Colorado may help them unload it* The request 
for a group within the Air Force Scientific 
Advisory Board ( AFEAB } to meet and review the 
UFO problem did not come from the Systems 
Command within which Bluebook operates. It 
came from Gen. E. B. LeBailly, Director of 
Information, Secretary of Air Force Office of 
Information (SAFOI) . Gen, EeBailly's request 
was made on Sept. 28, 1965 (see Ref. 12, 



p. 5995) , some weeks after a large wave of UFO 
sightings all over the .Midwest* That wave maae 
headline news throughout the country , and Blue- 
book's "twinkling star" explanation was held up 
to ridicule when the Director of the Oklahoma 
City Planetarium gently pointed out that 
Kaj * Quintanilla was (once again) misreading 
his star charts and blaming the sightings on 
stars that weren't even in the Midwest skies* 
This made headlines, too, and many editorials 
in the Midwest ’were critical of USAF's handling 
of the incident* If the behind- scenes response 
to this had been Air Force concern to try to ao 
a better job of checking a real scientific 
problem, the Systems Command could easily have 
found several dozen men right there at Wright— 
Patterson AFB ’who could have stepped in and 
instantaneously upgraded the Bluebook opera- 
tion by one or two orders Of magnitude* 

No such action followed* Instead, it was 
the general in charge of USAF public relations 
who asked AFSAB to review the situation, which 
they did on February 3, 1966 (Ref* 12, p* 5996), 
An AFSAB-appointed group, the O'Brien committee, 
devoted only a day to their deliberations and 
did not even invite the testimony of Bluebook 's 
chief scientific consultant, both of which 
points may be some kind of measures of their 
scientific concern for the seriousness of the 
UFO question. It was this group that recom- 
mended establishment of a "university team" 
approach, which eventually became the one- 
ur.iversity approach now centered at Colorado, 
All than I have seen points to the conclusion 
that this whole effort was directed chiefly 
towards getting the Air Force out from under an 
onerous burden^ the public-relations liability 
of the UFOs. X know of no one on the O'Brien 
Committee who took the UFOs seriously, (I 
might add that I got a small chuckle out of the 
Bluebook scientific consultant's patting him- 
self on the back, Ref, 15, about his "small 
sense of personal triumph and vindication" 
when USAF announced the Colorado program, I 
had firsthand contact with some of the think- 
ing that lay behind the search for a university 
to head up the Air Force's UFO review, I am 
afraid it warrants vanishingly "small sense of 
personal triumph and vindication" in the mind 
of the one person who might have put this prob- 
lem on the right track soon after he began his 
18-year consultants hip in 19481) 

Lest some of that sound like a charge of 
"whitewash," let me interject that I do not 
mean that at all. First of all, X know that 
Dr, Edward P. Condon and the University of 
Colorado group would not have touched the prob- 
lem if it had been brought to them in such a 
context. But, secondly, 1 have found nothing 
to make me suspect that the Air Force views the 
UFOs as anything but a lot of misinterpreted 
natural phenomena, balloons, aircraft, and all 
of the rest of the things they say in the 
Pentagon press releases, I would not hesitate 
a moment to say it if I truly thought they were 
dissembling; but I do not think so at all. 

I believe that today USAF really believes 
there's nothing to all this talk about uniden- 
tified flying objects* I believe that they 
want to get rid of the annoying business once 



and for all, and that they sincerely wanted to 
select an unimpeachable scientist and a school 
of good reputation to take on the job of show- 
ing once-and-for-all that there's nothing to 
it, and then forget about it and go back to 
what they regard their proper business, defend- 
ing the country against hostile forces* 

All this is not a point of view that 1 
have formed overnight* I have purzled over the 
curious history of the Air Force handling of 
the UFOs almost as much as I have puzzled over 
the UFOs themselves in the past year* And I 
have discussed these matters with many knowl- 
edgeable persons in forming the above opinion, 

I would be quick to agree that much evidence 
points to a time, back in the early 1950's, 
when many USAF people, some in high places, 
suspected that the UFOs might be extraterres- 
trial, though I cannot begin to lay out that 
evidence here* But once the turning point of 
the Robertson Panel and the 1953 CIA debunking 
order was rounded, and personnel had been 
rotated and shuffled a few times, I believe 
that the Air Force Fell victim to its own UFQ 
propaganda* I think that, as one Bluebook 
officer was replaced by another and high-level 
commands changed, no one was left, except the 
chief scientific consultant, who had any knowl- 
edge of how things had gotten switched over to 
the debunking policy. And, from my discussions 
with the chief scientific consultant. Dr. J, A* 
Hynek, I gather that even he paid little enough 
attention to the entire problem that he did not 
regard the 1953 events as very critical. 

Pointing further in the same direction is 
the fact that I found no evidence that anyone 
at higher levels at WPAFB was, by 1966, even 
aware of the Robertson Panel report* In my 
third visit to Bluebook, on July 30, 1966, 

Ma j . Quintanilla informed me that the CIA had 
reclassified the Report and that consequently 
I would not be getting my Xerox copy (they sent 
it down to Washington by courier, since the CIA 
had no copy, and evidently didn't know what 
WFAFB was talking about when a clearance to 
release the copy to me was requested of CIAJ ) , 

So at that point 1 asked Quintanilla if the 
then commanding general of the Foreign Technol- 
ogy Division within which Bluebook has operated, 
Brig, Gen, A. W. Cruikshank, had ever asked him 
for the Bluebook file on the Panel* He said 
Cruik shank had not. Then I asked if the Divi- 
sion's Chief Scientist, Dr* A. J* Cacciopo, had 
ever asked to see it, and Quintanilla said he 
had not* It is my belief that personnel turn- 
over has occurred so fast that, for a good many 
years, none of the people having direct respon- 
sibility were clearly aware of the role of the 
CIA decision of 1953, that the task had simply 
been downgraded to its low present status, and 
that Bluebook has been run by people who 
believed what they read in the papers - their 
own UFO propaganda. 

If there had been anyone looking at the 
continuing input of UFQ reports in a competent 
scientific manner, if anyone had been thorough- 
ly familiar with radar propagation physics, 
meteorological optics, meteor phenomena, aero- 
dynamics, etc., and testing each new report 
against the broad spectrum of scientific con- 
siderations that one has to invoke to sort out 



the plausible Er pm the implausible "explana- 
tions" of UFO reports , then I doubt that the 
downhill trend that set in after 1953 could 
ever have continued. But rto such competence 
appears to have been operating, and I~ believe 
that things just naturally slid down to the 
point where each new Blue book officer must 
have merely followed along in the pattern set 
by the man before him, talking about "stellar 
scintillation" and "weather inversions’’ and 
" mirage s T ' without any real scientific knowl- 
edge of these matters , feeding information to 
the PIO’s at the Pentagon who ground out the 
reassurances we've now had so much opportunity 
to read. 

So, to summarize, I think the Air Force 
yawning ly views the UFO problem as a FR problem, 
not a scientific problem. I think the present 
Air Force support of the small effort now tinder- 
way at Colorado is fine - but far from adequate, 
I think that , until the truth about past mis- 
handling of the problem is laid out and stamped 
with at least Congressional authority , we won’t 
see much escalation of scientific effort to 
attack this probier . And this worries me. For 
in the UFO problem I see the dimensions of an 
unprecedented challenge to science, 1 am un- 
comfortable that we scientists are, as a whole, 
blandly ignoring it as if it weren't there, 
while the reports keep pouring in - pouring in 
at what seems to some of us to be a markedly 
increasing rate, and shaping themselves into 
patterns that give some of us pause. Same of 
us are just a bit uneasy about what we know 
and what you editors, the Congress, and the 
nation at large do not know. We wish that 
some means could quickly be found to get the 
world’s really outstanding scientists to come 
to grips with this problem - not second-raters 
such as myself who will never be capable of 
plumbing the depths of so complex a problem. 

Thus I ask you to join in urging immediate 
Congressional hearings if you can agree with me 
that this is probably the fastest way to force 
the problem out into full light of scientific 
investigation, both in the United States and 
abroad , 

THE GLOBAL NATURE OF THE PROBLEM 

I cannot, of course, vouch personally for 
UFO reports from all parts of the globe, as I 
can for a sizeable number of U.S. reports that 
I have personally checked. But after studying 
a large number of foreign reports, I cannot 
draw any other conclusion than this; the 
nature and density and frequency of UFO 
reports is evidently about the same in other 
portions of the globe as here in our country. 

We are not being singled out for any special 
attention. 

1 have been, intrigued by hearing Dr. 

Jacques Vallees discussions of the French 
reports, and will spend this evening at his 
home in Chicago carrying on still further dis- 
cussions of the French investigations. French 
UFO reports axe about the same as ours, brief- 
ly. I have recently been in rather close 
communication with the leading non-governmental 
Australian UFQ- ± rwestiga tory group, centered in 
Melbourne, They have been sending me press 



reports of Australian sightings, and again they 
are much like those occurring over and over in 
this country - discs and cigar-shaped objects, 
metallic looking structures often with domes on 
them, etc. Persons whose reliability j am 
given to accept describe UFO reports in South 
America with frequency and nature like those in 
France, Australia, England, and elsewhere. 

American newspapers print very little 
domestic news from to reign countries and vir- 
tually no UFO reports from abroad, so most 
Americans are startled when told that it 
appears that UFOs are appearing all over the 
world. I just received a carefully prepared 
45-page report from New Guinea, written by an 
Anglican missionary in the Papuan Territory 
there, summarizing a fascinating series of" 
reports, several at close- range , in New Guinea 
in 1959. X had heard of these before, but 
seeing Rev. Cruttwell's lengthy original report 
increased my readiness to believe that all 
those sightings at Boianai , Men a pi , and Samarai 
may actually have occurred! When I get packets 
full of current Australian press clippings on 
sightings from outback sheep stations and the 
like, I find it hard to maintain my provincial 
skepticism, and grow suspicious that perhaps all 
those reports are every bit as real as the ones 
I’m continually checking by telephone from 
Tucson. Before you accuse me of gullibility, 
take a look at the foreign UFO clippings your- 
selves. They may make you a bit uneasy, too. 

There is a danger here that I’d better 
confront, you editors probably think that you 
know vhat is going on in this country, and 
that you’re aware of an occasional UFO report 
from here and there, but you may be thinking 
that my remarks about reports "pouring in* are 
rather overdone. My reply is simple - if you 
read only what comes ever your wires, you'd 
never guess what is really going on in the 
world of UFO reports, here or abroad. The 
only way to get a glimpse of what is actually 
happening is to subscribe to a clipping service 
that is cutting local press stories from the 
Exoo IsZrGr Spring# Doily Standard, the Sag: te 
Valle# Enterprise., the liarior. Weekly Leader and 
so on fjust to read off the names of a few on 
the clippings I just received, courtesy of 
NlCAP’s clipping-service arrangements. If you 
read only the / York Sir. as , your own paper, 
and the wire copy, you won't have even a tiny 
fraction of the case* - because wire editors 
long ago came to realize that UFOs axe a lot of 
nonsense and almost never file wire stories on 
such a lot of nonsense. Once in awhile they 
will, for reasons that are not always clear; 
but, by and large, I T d estimate that only one 
or two per cent of the locally-reported UFO 
sightings are read about beyond the readership 
area of the nearest small- town paper. This is 
part of the reason why this problem is being 
ignored. If each day's paper in each major 
city carried an adequate account of all of the 
U,S. UFO reports for the preceding 24 hours, 
the citizenry would be up in arms in a week 
demanding that Congress find out what is going 
on. But the bottom of the iceberg floats along 
unseen because wire editors have long since 
learned that these reports are just "silly 
season" stuff; so who cares what some farmer 
out in Sauk Center saw just above his barn last 



night. (X am reminded that Ruppelt mentions 
in" his book. Ref. i, that for a brief perioc 
in 1952 Bluebook subscribed to a clipping 
service but they got so many reports they 
couldn't file them all and were obliged to 
cancel the subscription,) 



I talked with an African student on our 
camous recently and was amused to hear that 
sightings not dissimilar to those occurring 
rather regularly in Iowa and Oregon and Georgia 
are reported in Africa. Yes, I believe that 
when all the facts are in, it will be clear 
that unconventional objects are hovering low 
over farmhouses and power plants and vehicles 
in nearly every corner of our globe, and have 
been doing so with mounting frequency during 
recent years - while officialdom and journal- 
ists and scientists have ignored the "peasants- 
Must we wait for a L'Aigle? 

or will you editors press for action now? 
SOME ILLUSTRATIVE UfO REPORTS 

There is no satisfactory way of presenting 
a fair picture of the now-available UFO evi- 
dence without going into much detail in 
recounting many cases, discussing credibility 
of witnesses, and carefully assessing the 
plausibility of each of a number of alternative 
hypotheses to account for each given sighting. 
Space will not permit such an exhaustive pre- 
sentation here. If you seek a published sum- 
mary that goes a long way towards that goal, 
see Ref. 3, The i/FO edited by ft. H. 

Kali of NICAP. It describes over 700 cases 
from the NICAP files, and has the material 
cross-filed in a number of very useful ways. 

I have personally checked on a fairly large 
sample of the cages discussed in that publica- 
tion and can state on that basis that the 
accuracy and reliability of the book is impres- 
sively high. No single publication on UFOs 
compares with this one for its level of docu- 
mentation, completeness, and authenticity - 
though there are a number of other quite good 
references that are available. 

I shall discuss, rather briefly below a 
number of QFG reports, most of which I have 
personally checked in some manner. Where I 
cannot personally vouch for the report, this 
will be indicated, Because there are now many 
thousands of UFO reports on record in Air 
Force, NIGAF, and other files, it must be 
remembered that the following comprise a minute 
fraction of the full record. The points empha- 
sized will vary from one case to another, since 
they have been selected for a variety of 
reasons , 



Case j . Port age Co u n ty f Ok i o , Ap ri l 2 1266, 

Near 0500 on 4/17/66 . two Portage County 
sheriffs deputies, Dale Spaur and W. L, Neff, 
were routinely checking an abandoned car south 
of Ravenna, Ohio, Suddenly a large luminous 
airborne object advanced from a wooded hill, 
hovered over them illuminating the pre-dawn 
aarkness , and then moved off a short distance. 
The deputies radioed the desk and were told by 
the dispatcher to follow the object until a 
camera car could overtake them. Then began a 



peculiar pursuit that eventually took the 
deputies entirely out of Ohio into Pennsylvania 
and stretched over more than 70 miles and last- 
ed almost an hour and a half. Two other law 
enforcement officers, Wayne Huston of the 
Palestine, Ohio, police force and Frank 
Panzanella, Conway, Pa. , police officer became 
involved in the pursuit before it was over. 

The object was described by the officers as 
about 40 feet in diameter, brightly luminous, 
and seemed to have something like a fm on its 
rear upper surface. A diffuse conical lumi- 
nosity Extended from its undersurface. I have 
personally interviewed Neff, Huston, and 
Panzanella, and 81 CAP'S Pittsburgh Subcommittee 
has done a very extensive [125 p.) report on 
many aspects of thi^i one important case* 

The object varied in elevation from a few 
hundred feet above terrain to an estimated 2000 
ft as it moved along, and it reportedly moved 
from one side of the highway to the other in 
motions that match no conventional object. 
Huston joined the chase when he intercepted the 
transmissions to the Portage Co. dispatcher's 
desk, realised Spaur and Neff must be coming 
his way on Route 14, went out and parked to 
watch up the highway to the northwest, and soon 
saw a luminous object moving along followed by 
a speeding c*ir. As the object and car passed, 
he swung in behind, got into radio communica- 
tion with the deputies who were in the car 
ahead, and stayed with them until the end of 
the chase in Conway, just northwest of Pitts- 
burgh. At Conway, the officers spotted a 
local policeman, Frank Panzanella, who was 
observing the object, and they pulled up beside 
Panzanella. Shortly thereafter the object shot 
up vertically at very high speed and passed out 
of sight, according to the testimony of all 
four officers. 

The Bluebook investigation of this case 
would have been left at no more than an origi- 
nal four-minute phone call from Major 
Quintanilla to Spaur tin which Quintanilla 
sought to convince Spaur he had seen Echo 
satellite go over and then transferred visual 
attention to Venus which was then rising in 
the southeast) except for local press concern 
over the case. Local and public interest, 
generated by detailed reporting of the incident 
in the Ravenna Pc^opd^Co-uytsr^ led, through 
several stages, to a request from Ohio 
Congressman William Stanton for Bluebook to 
send someone to Ravenna to make a personal 
check. NICAP taped that interview, and, having 
listened carefully to it, X can summarise it as 
a rather bulldozing attempt of Ma j . Quintanilla 
to persuade the officers that it was only Echo 
and Venus that they saw. They were not im- 
pressed. 

The Epho- Venus explanation still stands as 
the official Bluebook explanation of this case, 
despite the efforts of NICAP, Dr. J, A. Hynek, 
the Sso. and myself to secure revi- 

sion. The fact that Officer Huston saw the 
object coming in out of the northwest clearly 
rules out his seeing Venus, yet at that time 
the first two officers had been following the 
object for a much longer time than Echo re- 
quires to transit the full sky. This, plus the 
four-witness description of vertical ascent at 
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the termination of the sighting are calmly 
swept aside by Bluebook with its Echo- Venus 
^explanation. " 

On September 30, Col. Hayden P. Hi ms, 
Congressional Inquiry Division, sent a 
letter to Congressman Stanton telling Stanton 
that a further review of the reports con- 
firmed the original Echo -Venus explanation. 

My own interviews with three of the principal 
witnesses were made subsequent: to Mims' letter, 
and I carefully queried each man as to whether 
the Air Force had ever gone back to them to 
check further on their accounts. Eiot one of 
the three had been interrogated since the ori- 
ginal interviews in May. In late July, 1966" 

I asked Quintanilla to let me see Huston *s 
crucial testimony, but was not permitted to 
examine it in full, Huston told me in October 
that he had been interviewed by an investi- 
gator sent by USAF who took full notes on the 
crucial point that Huston saw the object com- 
ing down Route 14 from the northwest. Yet 
this point is blandly ignored in the Bluebook 
Echo-Venus explanation. 

Despite the absurdity of the Echo- Venus 
explanation and despite open criticism of it 
from the cited sources, that explanation still 
stands in the official Bluebook records. 
Congressman Stanton was forced to accept the 
assurances tendered him that the Air Force had 
carefully evaluated this case, and the law- 
enforcement officers had to take the brunt of 
such ridicule and pressures as all this brought 
to them. There are many more details pertinent 
to this case that are fully documented in the 
125-page report prepared by William B. Weitzel, 
a University of Pittsburgh instructor who 
headed the Pittsburgh HI CAP Subcommittee’s 
thorough investigations of this case. Few 
cases better illustrate the unreasonableness 
of Bluebook 1 s approach to the UFO problem and 
their incompetent and superficial investiga- 
tions. My memorandum and my correspondence to 
wpafb asking for rectification of this case 
have never been answered. It was my dismay 
over the Mrms letter and Bluebook' s refusal to 
alter their stand on this case that led me to 
begin open and pointed criticisms of the Air 
Force investigations in October 1966 [Ref, 13). 

Case 2 . Exeter, iV vtf. , September* Z, 

This case has been rather fully reported 
in many places, notably in a book by J. G. 
Fuller (Ref, 16); and a number of other good 
reports and discussions of it can be found in 
House Document 55 (Ref. 12). After several 
preliminary sightings that I shall omit to save 
space here, the principal sighting by Exeter 
policemen Eugene F, Bertrand and David R. Hunt 
and by an 18-year-old boy, Norman J* Muscarello, 
took place at about D200 on Sept. 3rd. I have 
personally interviewed Bertrand and Hunt and 
have discussed their reliability with Exeter 
Chief of Police R. D. Irvine. Omitting many 
details, the men saw an object, estimated at 
almost 100 feet long, carrying a number of 
bright blinking red lights, maneuvering and 
hovering silently over a farmhouse until it 
soundlessly went away. 

Maj. Quintanilla’s first explanation for 



this was M twinkling stars." When the officers 
wrote to Bluebook , protesting such an explana- 
tion which would hold them up to ridicule and 
place in jeopardy their reputations as reliable 
officers, the explanation was switched to 
involve a night-advertising aircraft. When it 
was next determined that the aircraft in ques- 
tion was not even operating that night, Mai* 
Quintanilla altered his explanation to one 
involving a B-4 i refueling operation near Pease 
AFB, When, finally, the policemen secured the 
actual time of that operation and thereby 
established that the refueling operation was 
over by the 0200 time of the main sighting, 
Quintanilla finally classified it as Unknown. 

A revealing history. 

Case 3 , Ernest Stadvec, Akron. Ohio Julu 4/5 
19 $ 2 . ■ * 

Many more cases are on record in which the 
witnesses did not so assiduously press for cor- 
rection of Bluebook 's unreasonable explanations. 
One witness in an Akron sighting, owner of a 
local air service company, Ernest Stadvec 
[Ref, 17) „ told me in an interview concerning 
his sighting that once Bluebook came out with 
a press release that he had been looking at the 
star Capella and that this was the correct 
explanation of two fast-moving luminous objects 
he sighted from the air in his private plane, 
he wanted to forget the whole thing and save 
himself further embarrassment. His description 
would not remotely fit l, CapeUa/ since one 
object descended rapidly from a high elevation 
angle, the other climbed out under his plane 
and shot off in directions not even close to 
Capella r s location at the time. Stadvec said 
the Air Force explanation "made me look like an 
idiot," and he went on to tell me of other sub- 
sequent pilot sightings in that area that were 
not reported publicly because of the way the 
Air Force had handled his sighting. 

After the second object sped off at verv 
high speed, Stadvec states that he contacted" 
FAA Cleveland and the control tower operator 
told him by radio that a fast luminous object 
had been sighted visually and on FAA radar; 
but the latter was denied to the press the next 
day , 

Case rf . Red Bluff, Calif., August 1Z, 19B&\ 

A rather detailed account of this sighting 
can be found in Ref. 3 (see p. 61, 112, and 170), 
I have interviewed one of the two California 
Highway Patrolmen who were the principal wit- 
nesses and have spoken with two other persons 
in that area who were involved in the incident. 
CHP officers C, A. Carson and S. Scott, driving 
east at 2300 on a back road south of Red Bluff 
suddenly sighted what they first took to be an 
aircraft about to crash just ahead of them. 
Pulling their patrol car to a rapid stop and 
jumping out to be ready to render whatever 
assistance they could, they were astonished to 
see the long metal lie- looking object abruptly 
reverse its initial steep descent, climb back 
up to several hundred feet altitude and then 
hover motionless. Next it came silently 
towards them until, as Officer Carson put it to 
me, "it was within easy pistol range. * They 
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had their pistols ready and were deb^ tQ 

whether to fire when it Stopped. _ | d 

radio back to the nearest dx Snatcher £** 

due to strong radio interference, ^ 
rence that recurred each tune the o 
close to them during the remai _ linrhts at 
2-hour-long sighting. Huge bright lights at 
either end of the object swept the area, ^ 
Carson stated to me that one lrg _ L . ht I Tere 
_ iv -: n diameter; ether smaller iig^-vs 

also discernible or, the object. M**r »«“ 
initial minutes of hovering only 100 to 200 

tearatsas ssws :=«~ 
Sfcsriis sar&a* 

handled their night-dispatch*^ wort, ™ d _“ ked 
additional cars and for a check with Rea 
Bluff Air Force Radar Station, 

to follow the object. The full «c««int is^oo 
involved to relate here [see Ref * J| ' M 15 

to point out that a number of wit- 
nesses confirmed the object from various vie^ 

► „ _ ' nf . j n the countv, and a call to the AF 
Rale? ShU brought co.fi^atior that they were 
tracking art unknown moving in the manner 
reported by Carson and Scott, 

to, however , Carson 

dav to talk with personnel at tne Red Blur^ 
radar base, they were informed that no such 
rada- sighting had been made. Their request to 
Sfimcer in charge to talk with the raaarman 
on duty at the time of the incident was ^nied. 
The Bluebook explanation that came out after a 
few days attributed this very detailed, c^ose- 
range sighting of a large object seen by two 
experienced officers, to refraction ofthe 
olanet Mars and the two bright stars .nldebaran 
and Betelaeux,* N1CAP referred the question to 
one of their astronomical aavisers who foana 
that none of the three celestial obgeots were 
even TrTThe California skies at that time, 
Biuebook then changed the explanation to read 
Mars and Capella! Capella, the only one of 
those celestial bodies that was even m the 
California skies at 2300, was nownere near the 
location of the sighted object, and could not, 
of course , give the impression of the various 
maneuvers clearly described by the officers - 



Carson subsequently stated, " * ■ * n£j 
will ever convince us that we were witnessing 
a refraction of light," And to me, he wryly 
remarked on the Bluebook explanations that 
"I l d sure hate to take one of my oases into 
court with such weak arguments . M Dr, Menzel 
(Ref, 9, p, 254} concurs with the Air Force 
explanations and speaks Of this being a night 
of* 11 fantastic multiple inversions of tempera- 
ture and humidity," such that he would have 
expected many more reports of UFOs. 1 should 
like to know what radiosonde data Dr, Menzel 
is citing , since the data I obtained does not 
fit that description. And any such casual 
putting-aside of the details of the basic 
report has no scientific justification in the 
first place. If Menzel and Bluebook think 
California Highway Patrolmen draw their ,44’s 
in uneasiness over looking at a refracted 
image of Capella, and misinterpret it as a 
lOD-ft object with huge bright lights hover- 
ing over the road nearby, 1 am afraid I cannot 
share their readiness to so easily discredit 



and discount reliable witnesses. When I -spoke 
Carson 2 few s-onths ago, I found him still 
” 1 ^iv imoressed by this incident, over six 
aeeply linpres £ rred . "I've never seen any- 

K Alt il before or since," he emphasized. 

The "orther^ali£orn|a e Valley 
the scene o. Auo ust 13-1S, many of 

cited m my 

whi , , r Carson— Scott sighting , I 

own checking ot .“•£"» a *2 teEest ing "hidden UFO 
ran onto °" e falling °f a low- altitude 

will omit details here. 

Case 6 , Baverlu a Afrit 19$$ 

just one year ago today, an exceedingly 
interesting sighting occurred at about 21D0 
ifw well within a populous urban area, near 
intersection of Salem Road and Sohier Road, 
Beverlv , Hass . One of MlCAP's most thorough 
investigators , Raymond E. Fowler of 

checked this case carefully, and it wa. 
from ‘his detailed report to NICAP headquarters 
that I obtained the supporting information to 
back up my own interview with one o^ the key 
witnesses , Mrs, Claire Modugno. As in all 
cases worth citing, the full detail is so 
great that it is impossible to do justice to 



The incident began when Mancy Modugno, 
age U, was frightened by a hovering red light 
outside her bedroom window. Just as sne 
called to her father, ne happened to note that 
the TV picture he was viewing became scrambled. 
To quiet the cirl's near-hysteria at whatever 
she had seen, Mrs. Claire Modugno and her two 
neighbor -women went outside to establish that 
it was onlv an airolane light. However, ^hey 
found instead that about 202 yards from the 
adjoining intersection , viewed directly across 
the athletic field of Beverly High School, 
three brightly lit oval-shaped objects, esti- 
mated to be perhaps 20 feet in diameter, were 
circling in an oddly pulsatory motion directly 
above the high school building. Mrs, Modugno 
estimated they were only about 20 feet above 
the roof, when I queried her on this point. 

One of the women, "Miss Brenda Maria, age 22, 
whimsically waved her hands as if to beckon 
them toward the group; one object immediately 
left the circle and moved towards them, hover- 
ing only about 20 feet above one of them, 

Fowler 1 3 full report conveys some of the 
fright these women evidently felt, and 
Mrs. Modugno emphatically confirmed this to me. 
The women ran back to the Modugno home and 
phoned the Beverly police, who sent a patrol 
car with two policemen (Officers Bossie and 
Mahan) - Then the two policemen and several 
neighborhood adults all observed the three 
unidentified objects, whose movements and loca- 
tion had changed somewhat. The officers got on 
their radio and called for Air Force jets, but 
the UFOs moved away before any jets could get 
there. No Air Force check has ever been made 
of this case, to Mrs, Modugno' s knowledge. 

This is an example of a case that was not even 
reported in local newspapers, yet is clearly an 
incident of great interest. I call attention 
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to the fact that this case contains actions 
that might be loosely described as "contact" if 
one interprets the seemingly immediate response 
of one of the objects to Miss Maria's waving as 
anything more than adventitious. Other such 
instances, involving seeming '* response " can be 
ci ted r though they are too few in number to 
justify any strong generalizations. 

Cav* V ■ Goodland j Kans.j March S* 2987 

I have interviewed both Editor Tom Dreii- 
ing of the Good land Daily Neve and Good land 
patrolman Durl Rouse concerning their joint 
sighting of a torpedo- shaped object that 
maneuvered over that western Kansas town not 
many weeks ago. Rouse had been observing the 
object (or possibly more than a single object) 
for some time before contacting Dreiiing about 
0200, It had multicolored flashing lights 
and an intensely bright beam fore and aft on 
its 5G-5G foot main body. This object is in 
the category of the non- si lent UFOs; it made 
a noise that Dreiiing described as like a 
"huge vacuum cleaner," adding that he r d never 
heard any aircraft or helicopter making a noise 
remotely resembling this. The object passed 
over the Dreiiing residence at an estimated 
altitude of 1500 ft. Rouse, using field 
glasses, saw structural details including a 
central shaft with a red light on top and an 
odd color-banding. I am unaware of any offi- 
cial explanation of this sighting; Bluebook 
investigates only cases reported directly to 
the Air Force, 

Case 7 , Cali f* * February 13* 2367 

At about 1915, two young women driving 
back to their homes in Woodland, Calif., after 
a Sacramento shopping trip, noted a bright 
light which both took to be an aircraft landing 
light at first, before they even exchanged com- 
ments on it. As they left the Sacramento Free- 
way (Hwy, 80) to turn off on Mace Blvd, to head 
north to Hood land, the object seemed to head 
for their location, and continued to close with 
their car until it came to within a (very 
roughly) estimated 100 yards. By this time, 
the driver, Miss Karen Prather, and her passen- 
ger, Miss Carol Richied, both of whom I inter- 
viewed, had become somewhat frightened, and 
Miss Prather had accelerated to over 80 mph in 
a futile effort to move out of what had seemed 
like the diving approach of an aircraft. But 
as the object approached, both knew it could 
not be an aircraft, for the ""big light 11 became 
resolvable into three separate lights in tri- 
angular array. Both described these lights as 
"huge," Just as it appeared that it might move 
right into their car, the object tipped up, 
displaying a disc- like base with one central 
red light and five or six dimmer white lights. 

As the disc tipped its nearer edge up, it 
simultaneously executed a quick turn to the 
southwest and sped off towards Davis, even- 
tually passing out of sight in the lights and 
hare over that city. Mo sound was audible over 
the noise of Miss Prather’s speeding Mustang, 
they stated. 

The girls reported the incident immediate- 
ly to the Woodland office of the California 
Highway Patrol, and from the latter office it 



got to the Woodland Daily Z'^mocra" , The 
following day a California Highway Patrolman 
contacted them and stated to them that they 
should not take serious lv the kidding they were 
probably receiving, for he had seen an object 
answering to the same description at about 1945 
only about 30 minutes after the girls' sighting' 
To date I have been unable to secure the name 
of that officer. A Davis NICAP member is our- 
suing the case, I understand, and hopes to' get 
an open confirmation of his sighting. Reports 
tnat other motorists in the same area saw" this 
object are being investigated, but no other 
witnesses have been located to date, 

Cor£_£. :*ear Cin&zJnatH* Ohio* February 11 
196 ? v * 

A number of independent sightings on the 
evening of February 10/11, 1967, in suburban 
areas north and east of Cincinatti were checked 
by 1. H. String-field of that city. After 
receiving his report, I personally interviewed 
three witnesses, confirming the highlights of 
String fie Id " s more complete report. At several 
localities that night, a glowing, reddish, 
cigar- or football -shaped object was described 
as moving overhead or hovering. But most 
interesting were the accounts given to me in 
telephone interviews with Michael McKee, age 
21, and Miss Sharon Hildebrand, age 19, 

They had seen what appeared to them as a 
domed or disc-shaped object hovering over a 
creek-bed in a wooded area near Milford at 
about 0145 on the lith. McKee, using a rail- 
read searchlight he had in his car. Illuminated 
the weakly -glowing object and found it to be 
highly reflective. No sound came from it as it 
hovered only an estimated 100 feet away. He 
started to walk toward it to examine it more 
closely, but Miss Hildebrand became very 
frightened and cried to him not tc go, so he 
returned to the car, (McKee felt willing to 
say to me that he did not need very much per- 
suading to return to the car,) Miss Hilde- 
brand's father mentioned to Stringfield that 
his daughter was still in a state of shock when 
the two returned to her home. Police were 
notified and investigated about an hour later, 
finding no object, but noting that tree 
branches were broker, off in a roughly circular 
area matching the 30-ft diameter estimated bv 
the two witnesses. 

One of the other witnesses who reported 
seeing only airborne objects, Mr. George Dover, 
of Wyoming, Ohio, told me by telephone that he 
had seen a red-glowing object pass near his 
house, heading towards the general location of 
Milford just before 0100 that same night. 

Other accounts will not he cited here, since 
1 have not personally checked them* 

Cass g . Richmond* Va., June Z4 f 198C 

This is another sighting by a law-enforce- 
ment officer. In general, one notices the 
pattern that UFO reports tend to come primarily 
from persons whose vocation takes them out of 
doors a great deal or who are engaged in some 
form of observational work. There are more 
nighttime UFO observations than daytime obser- 
vations (reasons unknown) , and a substantial 
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number of nighttime cases involve sheriff s 
deputies, police officers, and watchmen, ih^r 
is nothing surprising in this. 

At about 0330 , Richmond patrolman William 
L. Stevens was cruising on the edge of Richmond 
when he spotted some yellow and green lights a 
few hundred feet in the air. Driving closer in 
his oatrol car to secure a better look, he 
found that the lights appeared to surround the 
edge of a ‘dirigible-shaped" object, which he 
estimated at perhaps K 0-1 25 feet long and over 
30 feet in diameter. The lights were alter- 
nately green and yellow, in a string around the 
object, and the entire object seemed to be 
enveloped in a haze or mist of some unusual 
nature. 

As he neared it, the object moved off 
ahead of him. He continued following and 
stayed with it for over six miles before it 
accelerated and sped away. When 1 interviewed 
Stevens by phone, he stated that it moved as 
if it "were playing a game" with him, always 
maintaining about the same lead— distance ahead 
of him, despite his altering speed several 
times. At one point he was driving at 110 mph. 
Two other officers in Henrico County also 
reported seeing moving lights in that area at 
that general time, but no other witnesses 
reported seeing the object at as close a range 
as did Stevens. A young couple reported a 
somewhat similar object north of Newport News 
that night. This case was reported in the 
Richmond :,v Zccijr some -weeks later (July 21); 
Stevens feared ridicule and had not volunteered 
a report earlier . 

As a postscript bo this latter point, and 
further commentary" on the widely encountered 
sensitivity to ridicule that has evolved from 
years of "explanations* by Bluebook, plus home- 
town newspaper ridicule growing out of the mis- 
match between original citizens' reports and 
subsequent Air Force statements, I might quote 
from a clipping that happens just to have come 
across my desk, Capt. Jack Brown, of the 
Shasta, Calif, police force, is quoted in the 
Red ding, Ca 1 if . , 8 < • s o i ’ i 2 ca r xk light for Feb . 17, 
1967, concerning some unusual sightings he and 
other local police officers have made recently 
in the Shasta area. I omit the sightings, 
since I have not checked them, but note that 
Brown is quoted, in a purely matter-of-fact way 
as saying "he knows what has happened to other 
law officers who reported seeing flying 
saucers: They were ruined by the publicity." 

That may be a bit too strong; but I know from 
much personal experience in interviewing wit- 
nesses that witness after witness has been 
embittered by callous Air Force discrediting 
of their accounts. It’s high time that this 
pattern was terminated. It will be terminated 
only when some truly competent personnel not 
committed to UFG-debunking are made responsible 
for investigations. 

Case 10 , Randolph* January 4, 2$£i S 

This was another case originally checked 
out by NICAP investigator R, E. Fowler. At 
about 1715, Dr, Richard S. Woodruff, Vermont 
State Pathologist and Professor, College of 
Medicine, University of Vermont, was returning 



to Burlington from grand jury testimony in 
Br-ttleboro. His driver was a Vermont Stats 
Troooer whose name has been released to NtCAp 
but not released publicly. Driving north 
between Bethel and Randolph , on Hwy . 12, the 
two suddenly notices a sharply-defined round 
n.h-iP'Ct clewing with a reddish- orange light,, 
sSi4 -rots their path at perhaps 200 
leei above terrain. It passed from west to 
east in a matter of seconds, making no noise 
audible over their own engine noise, ho 
sooner had it passed out Of sight to their 
east than a second similar glowing object 
streaked past, and finally a third, the total 
duration of the sighting being only about 30 
seconds. They estimated the distance to the 
objects at one-half to one mile; but in the 
twilight, their estimates, according to 
Dr, Woodruff, with whom I have discussed tne 
incident, were probably not too reliable. 

Both were entirely certain these were not 
aircraft or astronomical objects, and they 
noted that the objects climbed slightly as 
they moved eastward. The angular diameter 
corresponded to a baseball at arm's length or 
perhaps a bit larger, according to these wit- 
nesses; i,e,, many times the angular diameter 
of the moon. The skies were clear and stars 
were visible. Four men driving in another 
car on the same highway reported seeing three 
similar objects at about the same time and 
place, and gave generally similar descriptions, 
as did also H. E „ Wheatley, Chairman of the 
Randolph Board of Selectmen, who saw the 
phenomenon while driving about a mile north 
of Bethel. 



NICJUP obtained from Ha j . Marstcn M. Jacks, 
of the Pentagon Office of Information, on 
January 27, 1965, the Bluebook evaluation: 
meteors of the Quadrant id meteor stream. 
Actually the radiant-point of this stream was, 
at that time, about on the point of these 

observers' horizon, so any Quadrantids moving 
in the east-to-west manner described by all 
witnesses would have been invisible due to the 
very trees above whose tops these three glowing 
objects were observed moving. Secondly, the 
reported angular diameters are completely out 
of accord with that of stream meteors, and the 
passage of three such objects along essentially 
identical trajectories within 30 seconds or so 
strains the meteor hypothesis still further. 

Dr* Woodruff, emphasizing that he is quite 
familiar with meteor phenomena stated, in com- 
ment on the Bluebook evaluation, "If r had 
thought that there was any possibility that the 
three objects we saw were meteors, I never 
would have mentioned the matter.'* 

12 . Cherry Creak, ,V. F . M August IB, l&ss 

This is a case where I have not been able 
to make contact with the principal witnesses by 
phone, but a rather thorough NICAP report is 
available, and even more interesting, this is 
one of the small fraction of all cases which 
Bluebook has put in its officially Unexplained 
category. Finally, it illustrates a phenomenon 
found in so many UFO cases that it cannot be 
ignored: panic reactions among animals in the 
vicinity of a close- range UFO. X have a 
special file of such animal-reaction cases, 
which I am assembling because these cases seem 



to have strong bearing on the question of 
whether the UFO observations are some quirk of 
human psychology, or as Jung once suggested, 
"psychic projections of archetypal images- 11 
If cows, horses, dogs, pigs, cats, and "birds 
share our archetypal images and psychically 
project them, then perhaps I'm wrong in sug- 
gesting these cases rule out purely psycho- 
logical explanations of the UFO phenomena- To 
date, however, X have found no psychologists 
who are willing to go so far as to suggest 
that bovine, canine, and equine archetypal 
images are identical with ours. 

At about 2020, on August 19th, Harold 
Butcher, age 16, was milking on his parents 1 
farm. He had a transistor radio tuned to a 
news program, and was using a tractor to power 
the milking machine. Suddenly, several things 
happened almost simultaneously: Static-like 

interference rose in his radio, the tractor 
motor stopped, and a bull tethered outside in 
the barnyard began stamping and bellowing 
(making a noise "like I have never heard come 
from an animal before," as the boy said it) . 
booking out the barn window, Butcher saw a 
large elliptical object descending to the 
ground, about a quarter-mile away, making an 
audible beep-beep sound. The object, which 
he said was about 50 ft long and football 
shaped, remained on the ground for only a few 
seconds before shooting straight up into the 
clouds overhead , When he yelled for members 
of his fami'ly to come out, they noted a 
strange odor, a peculiar greenish glow in the 
clouds into which the boy stated that the 
object had disappeared, and they found that 
the bull which had been tethered to a steel bar 
had bent the steel bar in his efforts to get 
loose , 

Mrs. Butcher phoned state police, and 
before they arrived the object had been briefly 
sighted again by four persons. USAF officers 
from nearby Niagara Falls AFB investigated the 
case. A purplish liquid of unknown nature was 
found at the spot Harold indicated he had seen 
the object first touch down (or seem to touch 
down) . The tall grass was disturbed in that 
area and singed in some places. Two track-like 
soil depressions were found. On the next night. 
State Trooper Richard Ward saw an object with 
eight circular lights, flying at a speed which 
he put at double that of typical jets yet 
emitting only a faint purring sound. His 
sighting was made only a few miles from the 
Butcher farm. 

The Air Force report notes that milk pro- 
duction from the Butcher dairy herd fell to 
less than half its previous value after this 
sighting and stayed low for some days. It 
might be mentioned that there are three cases 
on record of cattle being stampeded by nearby 
UFOs, and a Clarinda, Iowa, farmer whom I have 
interviewed about an object which was reported 
as landing on his farm, said that his cows 
fled to the farthest available area within his 
fenced pasture and would not return for several 
days to the comer in which the object had 
landed. There are many cases of extreme 
reactions in dogs that were present when UFOs 
were cited. In the Sept. 3, 1965, Exeter, 

N.H., incident, horses started stamping and 



kicking their stalls at almost exactly the same 
instant as Officer Bertrand and young 
Muacarello spotted the object coming in over 
trees at the Dining farm. Bertrand, when I 
asked him, was unsure whose reaction was first, 
his or the horses* 

11 . Dexter $ Mich. M March $0 M 13GS 

It was Frank Manner's dogs who first re- 
acted to the gloving object that became the 
center of the famous "swamp gas" controversy 
of last spring. Manner, on going outdoors to 
see why his dogs were barking so unusually at 
200D, spotted a luminous object "coming down 
at a forty-five," towards a nearly wooded 
swamp. The object reportedly hovered momen- 
tarily and then descended below his line of 
vision, with his son, he walked out towards 
the spot, and spotted it again, glowing in the 
swamp, several hundreds of yards ahead. He 
stated that it seemed to be sitting in a patch 
of mist, about Id feet off terrain, was domed 
in shape, and had a coral-like or quilted 
structure to its surface. Suddenly the light 
turned blood- red and then blinked out, accord- 
ing to the accounts of Manner and his son. In 
the meantime, others had been summoned, include 
ing police, some of whom reported seeing the 
glowing object in the swampy wooded area. 

(I have tried twice to reach Mannor by 
phone to confirm details of his sighting. The 
first time his wife informed me he was not 
talking to anyone as a result of all the ridi- 
cule he had received. The second time, their 
phone was unlisted or disconnected. I have 
heard a NICAF taped interview with Manner in 
which he confirms the main features as reported 
in the press and corrects lift's erroneous 
drawings of the shape of the object that he 
saw. It had a flat bottom, he stressed.) 

At a large press conference, Bluebook 
scientific consultant Dr. J. A. Hynek, proposed 
that all this was due to swamp gas. The source 
he cited for his authority was Minnaert, a 
Dutch astronomer, whose book mentions will-of— 
the-wisp but goes way back to an early 19th 
century scientist to find a corroborating wit- 
ness, Swamp gas is methane, and it remains a 
chemical mystery how it sometimes ignites by 
natural processes, giving evanescent flickering 
flames a few inches high over marshy areas, 
mainly in summer when chemical reaction rates 
are high. A colleague who earned his Fh.D. 
collecting salamanders in that very area said 
he'd never once seen swamp gas burning, even in 
the summer when production rates are maximal. 
The Dexter case involved a luminous object "the 
sire of an automobile" described as descending 
into the swamps and then glowing so brightly it 
was visible for hundreds of yards away through 
the brush and trees, scarcely a close fit to 
swamp gas. Furthermore, low temperatures at 
that time of year could support only extremely 
low methane production rates, and the winds 
that night were about 5 mph, which would have 
precluded accumulations of more than trace 
amounts under any conditions. 

Probably no one UFO "explanation" has 
brought the Air Force more ridicule than this 
swamp gas case, "Swamp gas" has become almost 
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a symbol of public ridicule of the Bluebook 
contribed explanations . 1 attempted many 

months ago to persuade Bluebook to change tha 
to an Unidentified , but was emphatically to 
by Maj. Quintanilla that any changes would 
have to come from Dr* Hynek, not him, since 
the Air Force had absolutely nothing to do wiJi 
that one* Dr. Hynek, when I then pressea him 
to consider retracting it on his own, indicated 
that perhaps that might be a good idea, but has 
not done so to date . 

Case 13 . D*xmc«, Texas, Septevh** S t 19S5 

Less than 24 hours after the Exeter inci- 
dent, two Brazoria County deputy sheritis were 
cruisinc near Damon, Texas, when they spotted 
what they first took to be a gas-well fire in 
the distance* But as the lights separated ana 
then floated up into the air. Deputies Billy 
E McCoy and Robert W . Goode took increased 
interest They decided to drive via back roads 
to investigate, and had pulled over to the siae 
to check again with binoculars when suddenly 
the lights seemed almost instantaneously to 
shoot towards them and stop over a field only 
about 150 feet from them at an altitude of 
perhaps 100 feet above the field, 1 have 
interviewed both men, and despite their being 
experienced law enforcement officers, they did 
not conceal the fact that this sudden approach 
and the astonishing sire of the object 
frightened both of them* 

The object was extremely large; one com- 
pared it to' the size of a football field, the 
other put its length as 200 feet or more* Its 
vertical thickness at its domed center section 
thev thought to be 40 to 50 feet* ^ very 
bright purple light on the object illuminated 
not only the ground near the object, but even 
the inside of the patrol car, Goode was driv- 
ing, and his left arm was on the outside of 
the car. Despite the covering of a shirt and 
coat, he sensed heating of the exposed arm in 
the moment before they darted off as fast as 
the patrol car could go, McCoy looked back as 
Goode drove off, and the object was seen to 
shoot off at high speed back in the direction 
from which it came, and then veer upwards and 
disappear aloft. The Bluebook office assembled 
data on the location of the star An tares and on 
local inversions, and at one stage this was 
their tentative explanation for this highly 
un— astronomical sighting. But the final evalu- 
ation that now stands for this one is Uniden- 
tified* 

Yearly, and sometimes in between, Bluebook 
puts out assurances that in the (tiny fraction 
of cases in their) Unidentified cases are none 
that "defy explanation in present-day scienti- 
fic and technological terms." V?hen one exa- 
mines some of the officially Unidentified cases 
like the Damon Case, or the Exeter or Cherry 
Creek, or the famous Socorro case, or any of a 
number of other officially Unknown cases that 
are not remotely like anything in our present- 
day technological or scientific knowledge, one 
wonders just what Bluebook *s frequently- 
reiterated phraseology is supposed to mean. 



Caes a. Salt ink* Cits, Utah, October 2, }BB1 
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in the salt rs didn . t , ;a ke it seriously. 

a^Salt Kfce insurance man, Waldo J Karris, 

A Salt Lake took D ff from Utah 

flying his private P_? exactly noon* During 

?^n 0 l irr^-up on^unway ^ 0 ,L casually 

noLcel 1-hat he thought to be a plane a number 

of mi'es off to the south- southeast. rtf ^ er 

lift " 0f |'soot?° t Mter i clI& l Ou®"^g 

the pattern, he happened to notice it a 
-hjrd time, and this time became puzzled that 
it had noi altered its apparent location appre 
ciably . He thought perhaps it was doing tight 
S-turns, he told me in an interview with him 
some months ago, and he might not have paid 
further attention to it except for the fact 
chat suddenly it executed the fust of several 
"wobbling" maneuvers and glinted brightly in 
the noon sun, giving him a sharper impression 
of shape. It looked disc-like, he thought. 

But still being unsure, he flew towards it and 
climbed to 6Q&0 ft* When he got within an 
estimated 2-3 miles of it, at the same alti- 
tude as the object, he confirmed his impression 
that it was like two saucers, in lenticular 
over _ a ll outline. It appeared motionless in 
midair at his flight altitude, and at one 
important point it lay between him and distant 
Mt. Nebo, so that he was viewing it against 

efsnt mAnn^a i n Viarlrn rnlinri . 



He tried to close further, but suddenly 
the object abruptly shot upwards , by an esti- 
mated 1000 ft, and as he closed still further, 
it began moving southwards at a considerably 
faster speed than his, and then again seemed 
to hover perhaps 3-10 miles away from him. 

When he continued towards it, but long before 
he came close again, the object suddenly shot 
upwards at extremely high speed towards the 
southwest and climbed out of sight* 



At the time that he first discerned its 
son-conventional shape, Harris had radioed 
back to the Utah Central Airport and requested 
that personnel there get binoculars and exa- 
mine the object from the ground. A total of 
seven ground observers confirmed the general 
features of his sightings. These included 
Mr. and Mrs. Jay Galbraith, who operate the 
airport, Robert Butler, a mechanic, Virgil 
Redmond, and several others. The rocking 
motion as the object hovered was confirmed by 
the ground observers. A number of other 
observed details will be omitted here* 

The original Bluebook explanation, 
released by the Pentagon press desk, was that 
Harris had seen either a balloon or Venus, i 
discussed balloons with Harris at some length; 
he obviously had seen a lot of them, large and 
small, in his flying experience* He was quite 
positive that a balloon was out of question. 

He said that when he was first told "that a 
Pentagon Air Force spokesman had suggested it 
was Venus he was viewing, he had pointed out 
again that his account emphasized that at one 
stage of the sighting the object clearly lay 
at his 60 DO- ft altitude, between him and 
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distant terrain* He said that at ^ 

that Air Force announcement, hk hafl !^ 6 ° f 

jaundiced public statement to the effect ITZ 
he s a bit worried about the that 

nation if there are n^ie j safety of our 
Pentagon who think you can f i . in the 
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One can easily take this sighting and 
show how unreasonable both the "Venus" and 
"sun dog” explanations are. Venus Lav 

abov^ W M St Sk V V' 3n an?kilar altitude - wel l" ” 
above Harris horizon, and would be quite 

1 i f i CUl ? t0 spot wlt!lou t diligent searching 
But Hams saw the object towards the south-' 
southeast, "right down Runway 160", and it 
° n hls ^ orlzon when he had climbed to 
00 ft* Similarly the s undog explanation 

at )^>!!5®*3r. Th ; altitude of the noon sun 
at Salt Lake City that day was about 4 O' 3 and 
s undogs , if there had been any, would have 
occurred to right and left at essentially 
that same angular altitude, far above the 
position in the sky where Harris and others 
saw the object hovering. Furthermore, the 
skies were almost cloudless, the observers 
emphasised. This case is just one more of 
hundreds of glaring examples of casually 
erroneous Bluebook explanations put out by 
untrained men and passed on to the press and 
public by FXO's who are equally untrained and 
cannot recognize elementary scientific absur- 
dities when they see them. Yet just this kind 
of balderdash has left the bulk of the public 
with the impression that UFOs can't exist 
since the Air Force has disproved virtually 
all the reports they've ever received, J 



Case 2£ * Central Indiana , October 3 f 1$$8 

In the records are many (probably well 
over two hundred) cases where UFOs "buzzed" 
cars, and there are also several instances, 
from various parts of the world, where uniden- 
tified objects have passed over railroad trains 
in a manner suggesting something more than ran- 
dom coincidence ■ One interesting example 
involves a Monon Railroad freight train that 
was repeatedly overflown by four glowing discs 
during a protracted episode early " on October 3, 
1958. I have interviewed three of the five 
train crewmen, confirming details to be found 
in the HI CAP report and in a more complete 
account by Frank Edwards, who originally inves- 
tigated the sighting. It is a very involved 
sighting, since the objects followed the train, 
maneuvering back and forth near it for an hour 
and ten minutes ; hence only a sparse outline 
will be given here. 



The objects were first sighted a bit after 
0300, well ahead of the train, crossing the 
path of the southbound freight as it was near 
Wasco, Indiana. Cecil Bridge, fireman, sighted 
them first, and quickly pointed them out to the 
engineer, Harry Ecfcman, and another crewman in 
the cab, Morris Ott. Shortly thereafter, the 
objects executed a turn and came in towards the 
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and their official investig 
studied carefully many of the ca 
later 1949 ’5 and early 1950 's, orior 
1953 turning-point of the Robertson 
CIA debunking order. In 
have rather carefully gone 
important cases from that 
down witnesses in many of 
of the Washington Airport 
never located any witnesses 
views, but the basic 
of all UFO episodes are 

records which I have gone over, so personal 
interviews are not so crucial here. 



I shall not attempt a full recounting, 
since so much went on that even a chapter^in 
Ruppelt's book (Ref. 1) does not do justice to 
it. The principal points deserving emphasis 
are these; Unknown returns were picked up on 
as many as three separate radars in the 
Washing to# area, at times all three sets having 
compatible echoes. Visual observations of 
these fast-moving objects were made from ground 
and air, especially the latter. Despite fran- 
tic confusion on both of these two occasions, 
the record is moderately clear as to who saw 
what and where. The CAA radar controllers, to 
this day, insist that the echoes were good hard 
echoes , quite unlike familiar ground- re turns 
caused by anomalous propagation under inver- 
sions. The official explanation put out at the 
tune was that the radar returns were due to 
anomalous propagation, and the visual sightings 
were caused by refraction effects due to the 
some inversions responsible for the radar 
anomalies . 



i nave examined the radiosonde data for 
both nights, have computed the refractive index 
gradients, and find that, after making allowance 
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for lag effects in the radiosonde, radar 
ducting could not have occurred. The 
suggestion that an inversion of the sort 
exhibited by the radiosonde data for that 
night at Washington caused the reported visual 
effects is absolutely absurd . First of all, 
the inversion was a very weak one by mirage 
standards, so that even the ground observers 
could not have seen mirages. But worse, the 
optics of mirages and the "optics" of radar 
ground returns are significantly different in 
several respects, so that false targets would 
not seem to lie in the same place in the sky 
to a visual observer and a radar observer. 
Furthermore, the most important visual obser- 
vations were not on the ground but in the air 
by several commercial pilots (and even by one 
jet pilot who was vectored close to one of 
the radar targets moving over the capitol) * 
Finally the temperature d^ta aloft at aircraft 
altitude were not even remotely capable of 
producing anything like what was described by 
the pilots* 

These 1952 "explanations 11 have never since 
been challenged, and the summary analysis of 
this case that Bluebook still sends out when 
queried on the case is a verbatim assemblage 
of the hasty remarks made by frantic officers 
trying to get the Air Force off the hook in 
that tight squeeze of July, 1952. I even 
found a passage in the currently distributed 
case summary which asserts that "unfortunately 
the only day for which weather data was 
obtained was for 26 July 1952," precisely the 
assertion I found appearing on a memo dated 
29 August 1952 from Capt. James {a radar 
officer) to Capt. Kuppelt [copy of memo in 
Bluebook file on this case) * But, amusingly, 
a dozen sheets of dog-eared paper further on 
in this very same file that Maj . Quintanilla 
gave me, X found the allegedly missing Weather 
Bureau radiosonde data for July 19! When I 
plotted it, it became quite clear that no 
anomalous propagation could have produced the 
solid radar returns so emphatically described 
to the press by the experienced CAA radarmen 
on duty that night. 

Donald Keyhoe , in one of his books , 
vividly describes the press conference at which 
all this misinformation was put out to press, 
Congress, and public. Several reporters had 
asked a few questions of knowledgeable radarmen 
and tried to object that the weather data 
simply did not support the Air Force claim of 
ground- re turns; but their objecting questions 
were cut off. 

Case l? r Mount Rainie June 24* 2 94 7 

On the basis of several extended telephone 
discussions with Kenneth Arnold, the private 
pilot who reported this era-opening UFO sight- 
ing, and on the basis of examination of weather 
data for that day, I must categorically reject 
the long-standing Air Force explanation that 
this was a "mirage." Dr, Mertzel, in his second 
book, also subscribes to this hypothesis. The 
radiosonde data for that date show no strong 
inversion aloft of the type that would be 
required to produce even a mild mirage; but 
there ‘s no indication that either Bluebook or 
Menzel used any quantitative considerations in 



arriving at their explanation. Furthermore, 
Arnold described the' objects as slowly climbing 
a- they fluttered along at high speed from toe 
Ht- Rainier area to near Mt. Adams, a roughly 
.1 5-mile distance which he timed them covering 
at a speed of about 15.00 miles per hour. 
{Scientists will be amused to be told that in 
the official Bluebook summary analysis, this 
speed is quoted as “1656,71 miles per hour." 

At first the objects were viewed by Arnold 
against outlier peaks on Mt. Rainer; that put 
their altitude at roughly the same as his 
flight altitude of about 9500 feet. But by 
the time the discs reached the Mt. Adams area, 
Arnold stated that the lead objects in the 
string of nine had ascended to perhaps 13,000 
to 14,000 feet near Adams. That much alti- 
tude increase implies so large an increase of 
angular altitude that the possibility of any 
naturally occurring inversion accounting for 
these, apparitions on a mirage basis is wholly 
out of the question* And beyond all this, one 
has to ask just what Bluebook and Menzel would 
like to suggest as the real objects whose 
images were ref r actively distorted into these 
moving discs? Their azimuth changed position 
by almost ninety degrees in the roughly minute 
and a half that Arnold watched them a kirn past 
him. To suggest that he was watching an 
azimuth ally moving mirage through such a 
sector is patently absurd. yet this is only 
more of the same type of absurdity that marks 
many more "explanations" ir. Bluebook files and 
in Wenzel’s books. 

Case 2 8 , Vhi£& Sands* April 24* I §4$ 

Charles B . Moore, Jr., working with 
several assistants, was taking pilot balloon 
observations of upper winds, as a part of a 
high-altitude balloon flight that day. Through 
a series of steps that will not be fully re- 
counted here, they spotted and began tracking 
with their theodolite a whitish elliptical- 
shaped object than was moving at high angular 
velocity from southwest to northeast. In 
about 6D seconds this object moved off to the 
northeast, and just before passing out of 
sight in the 25-power telescope, its altitude 
angle began to slowly increase! Another 
balloon was immediately released to double- 
check the winds, but no high-speed upper jet 
was present to blow anything along at anything 
like this object's speed. I have discussed 
this early sighting with Moore several times. 

Dr. Menzel easily accounts for the whole thing 
on p, 33 of Ref. S: "What Moore saw was an 

out-of- focus and badly astigmatic image of the 
balloon above," caused, he seems to tell his 
reader, by “lenses of air" aloft. Nonsense. 

Space does not permit touching here on 
even a fraction of the significant early 
sightings that should have turned Air Force 
scientists toward serious attention to the UFO 
problem as early as 1350. Those cases can be 
found, in quantity, in Ref. 3, and many are 
fairly well treated in Ref. 1. The evidence, 
viewed in retrospect, is strong that unconven- 
tional objects have been around for 20 
neglected years, their general nature not 
altering significantly in that period. I 
cannot begin now to pursue that extremely 
important related question: What about prior 
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to 1947? But, in brief i-h« 

appears to be that there 3re ^ SWer to that 

extending back to before the 

century that see™ so j ° turn of the 

observations that it $ 1967 ^fo 

s^: 

sac sptns&ss'sr ?fs is-- 

quences ' exceedingly important conse- 



being no* aueh' 1 tisZF U c nev about there 

„ co *f WQ„ rorains not only an 



EDITORIAL COMMENTS 



have ^rover U Se^ W* **8 

£“ of officii 

been absent. There has betn^ swIl Zt 
steady, flow of editorial questioning as "- n 
whether the Air Force is really looking into 
thxs Problem adequately. Occasion a lly* these 
comments have carried real barbs. NICAP in 
its bi-monthly bulletin, .The \F' InvesUirtt+or 
reprints editorial remarks from time to ?ime' 
Since ASNE members will find these of interest 
L^ er l- 3 numh ** extracted from the NICAP 
publication ana other sources at this point; 

. . ,fJ f { hae * an y doubts about the public's 

interest Uniden^fied Plying Objects, I've 
pa* them aside,, .What it boils down to is that 
many; many persons agree with M CAP'S hupoth- 
e f™ th * VFOs arc 'nxl objects ..'under 

tne control of living teinas. - Charles H 
Ball, Aviation Editor, Boston Traveler . 

"Do you ever get ike feeling that when it 
comes to flying eaucers, the Air Force makes 
its asm ale sis months in advance ■ * - Seattle 
Times . 



'.. r ihe public ie entitled to the best 
answers available. Possibly a national hear- 
ing on the matter , long sought by dedicated 
saucer-watchers, wouldn't be too bad an idea,” 

- Springfield, Ohio, Sun . 

Air Force say a all sightings oar, be 
explained in terms of known phenomena and then 
adds that it can't explain CjS of the reports 
it has had , Which reminds us of the English 
As t rename i' Royal, who spoke up in IP $7 just 
before the Soviet Union startled the world with 
its first Sputnik launching:: f Space travel is 

utter bilge , - Dallas Morning News . 

H If we can whiz things at the moon and 
other planets , it is pees ill* that other 
planets are whizzing things by earth There 
ere many reports in IS SAP files made by quali- 
fied pilots who, in flight, have encountered 
UFOs with fantastic flight patterns. These 
officers arc not quacks , no* are many of the 
intelligent people who have spotted 'vhc'nomenal 
Objects in the nky," - Meriden, Conn., Journal. 

n -f some of these flying objects are 
indeed planetary spacecraft , it is logical to 
assume tftet governmental officials, assuming 
they dc have such evidence, nay he keeping fefte 
news quiet for fear th « £ a sudden disclosure 
might have drastic emotional and economic 
effects , " - Medford, Oregon, Mail Tribune. 



ZLltTU* *f these objects and the 

»£„ Vfll'l 6 " 4 ?**'“' th ‘‘ reason nay be aM the 
tie :Z7-: P T^ «« becoming ids eoJl.. 

aJiZi z i 

Calif. ; TiiBea-Star? 0 ^ 8 

A ttemp ts to dismiss the reported siakt 

Thfde'° nly t! ‘Z eulpioi/CllFt’ 

dZl.Il ! °T f -* are fo™ 

t ■ 1 S 0 i0 * nou about If 

Project Blue book officials oant the upot to 

Iraki? tkC -i bS » el1 

teader? * Richmond * Virginia, Hews- 

”Jf7 i m C n:i ^ n 3 belief that the mili- 
chiefs know marc about unidentified fluira 

td% B fl M l.Z the ' J Y% «- ISai/tYf 

fd g 'fu. secret ea as nor to vanic 

-he public . - Shawville, Quebec, Entity . 

r It’f about time for Congress to hold a 

Fotll C A n T^^ g ^ iGy4 * hu ******* The Air 

Fv.ce is 8tiH aaamant: everybody is imagining 
things, - Houston Chronicle . * - 

J'The. time is Iona overdue for a candid 
atBcicsure of findings.” - Aurora, Illinois, 

Be a con — K ew s . 

"** .wall-conducted congressional inauiru 
cancel! establish Hu facie and Q uiet needless 
pur tic alarm . - Indianapolis News. 

(, lf there is any substantial evidence that 
a T< DJ r ' : f can be attributed to 

objects either in.tra- or ex tra-p.l an 'e taru., the 
Air Fores shoula revest it to us . " - Cincinatti 
Enquirer . 

In those sa^iple quotes one notes an under- 
current of concern that perhaps CFOs are not 
being investigated adequately. Within just the 
past month or so a large number of JFQ sighc- 
mgs of very unusual nature near Houston, 

Texas, have evoked similar comments, brought 
out in a good series on the problem that has 
run in the Houston Tribune . People down there 
a F e beginning to ask whether any one is reallv 
CxiecKing into all these phenomenal sightings. 

I base my comment on a year's detailed 
inquiry when I say that the answer is that no 
one m our Government has been taking the prob- 
lem seriously enough to carry out an adequate 
investigation. An uneasy citizenry will find 
when the facts are out, that their reoerts were 



ignored and ridiculed and forgotten* 

Note in the quoted editorials a recurrence 
of the hypothesis that officials at high levels 
do know about the UFOs and are guarding the 
public from some panic- triggering news* This 
is so far from the true situation that 1 find 
the suggestion laughable. Nobody in Washington 
is protecting anyone from panic. The Air 
Force* NASA, august scientific bodies* and all 
the rest, know the UFOs are a lot of nonsense. 

There is no hidden truth to be disclosed 
because the agency assigned the responsibility 
to check the problem of the unidentified flying 
objects has incompetently done its job, has 
fallen victim to its own propaganda in the past 
dozen years, and has misled us all, since 1953. 

The quotes above contain a number of pleas 
for a truly thorough Congressional investiga- 
tion. This, I now believe, is the only 
approach at all capable of quickly escalating 
scientific study of the UFO problem to the 
top-level status I believe it warrants. And 
no stimulus for Congressional inquiry would be 
as potent as some firm editorial pressure from 
all sides of the country. 

IS IT POSSIBLE THAT THE UFOS ARE EXTRA- 
TERRESTRIAL PROBES? 

Scattered through the comments just cited, 
one finds remarks indicating that there may be 
a few editors who are speculating on whether 
the UFOs are extraterrestrial in origin, 

I believe, on the basis of my intensive 
study of the UFO problem, that this hypoth- 
esis must, in fact, now be given extreme ly 
serious scientific attention. 

Let me hasten to interject that I am 
quite familiar with all of the standard reasons 
as to why this hypothesis seems very remote. 

The solar system seems to harbor no good niches 
for evolution of sentient life. Recent dis- 
closures of the lack of magnetic fields near 
Max's and Venus, demonstrations of the extreme 
tenuity of the Martian atmosphere and of the 
high temperatures of the Venusian atmosphere, 
and all else that we know of our neighbor- 
planets seems to argue cogently that the solar 
system is a most unlikely place to generate a 
second life-system in addition to ours - cer- 
tainly unlikely to have a life-system that has 
gone far past us. 

Within the past half-dozen years it has* 
somewhat amusingly, become scientifically 
respectable to take as axiomatic that in the 
billions of stellar systems within just our 
Galaxy alone, life must have evolved again and 
again, taking routes that may have gone far 
beyond our present civilization, culture, and 
technology . One car, now say that safely in a 
scientific assemblage. But all that sentient 
life must be said to be way out there - not 
here 1 

The principle scientific objection to 
thinking that we might (ever) be visited by 
beings from other stellar systems is tied up 
with the energetics of propulsion, Fdvard 



Purcell, of Harvard, has presented a delight- 
fully devastating analysis of the difficulties 
of interstellar travel [Ref. 18 , p, 121 ff) . 
x certainly am not one to give substantial 
rebuttal to his arguments except in one lame 
(but conceivably relevant) way. All of his and 
many others’ arguments against feasibility of 
interstellar travel are necessarily couched in 
terms of present-day scientific knowledge and 
technology. To be sure, Purcell r s type of 
argument seems to grant every benefit of doubt 
to the other side by looking far into the 
foreseeable future and still demolishes the 
idea of interstellar travel. But that adjec- 
tive, " foreseeable , " may be just the rub. 
Perhaps there are levels of technology so 
vastly superior to any we can now imagine that 
things can be done which we now regard as quite 
out of the question. Clearly, that is an easy 
argument, by which one could soon be saying 
that everything and anything is possible, i 
certainly do not resort to such arguments in 
my everyday work, and I should like to add that 
I don ’ l care for science-f ictioneering in 
general . 

Rut after a year of scrutiny of highly 
unconventional phenomena credibly reported" 
from all parts of this country and (I believe) 
from most of the entire world, I have been 
driven to consider possibilities that I*d 
ordinarily not give a moment's thought to in 
my own personal brand of orthodoxy. It is 
the UFO evidence that slowly forces the dili- 
gent UFO student to seriously consider the 
extraterrestrial hypothesis - evidence that I 
can only describe as extraordinary in its 
tota„ nature. ft must confess that my chosen 
examples exclude a large amount of UFO phenom- 
ena that experience teaches me to omit from 
any brief discussion. It is simply too baff- 
ling to lay before unprepared audiences.) 

All over the globe persons in all walks 
of Ufa, representing a wide range of educa- 
tional and cultural backgrounds are reporting, 
often in the face of unpleasant ridicule, 
sightings of objects that appear to be com- 
pletely real objects yet have characteristics 
that match nothing about which we have present 
knowledge. There are still a few persons who 
suspect these things must be secret Air Force 
test vehicles. They can forget that; no test 
pilot would over dream of doing the things 
that these objects are repeatedly doing - 
hovering over speeding trucks loaded with 
gasoline, maneuvering low over populated areas, 
speeding alongside Texas sheriff's cars or 
diving down on top of trucks and tractors and 
motorbikes and trains. No American test 
vehicles would be checked out in Australia and 
Pol and j no Russian test vehicles would be 
flight- tested in Canada or Brazil. The UFos 
are most definitely not secret test vehicles 
of superlative nature. Arnold’s June, 1947 
sighting involved phenomena not dissimilar 
from 1967 sightings. No nation came out of 
World War II with a secret aerodynamic tech- 
nology that could have produced the craft that 
Arnold and hundreds of others were looking at 
in the summer of 1947 . And then there is the 
whole chapter tha^: 1 a^n here omitting concern- 
ing the pre-194 7 sightings that go back to 
before the Wright Brothers. 
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And I cannot accept the psychological 
explanations , to which I have felt obliged to 
return again and again for further check ina and 
further discussion with colleagues in psychol- 
ogy and related fields. My conclusion: 

Objects that rock aircraft' at times, that 
leave dents in soil and railroad ties, and 
splash when they dive into bodies of water are 
not likely to be projection phenomena. And aU 
or the animal reactions argue rather strongly 
against human illusory or hallucinatory expla- 
nations* Multiple-witness cases rule out 
hallucinations, essentially by definition. 

Much more could be said, but armchair specula- 
tions about psychological in terpretations don't 
hold much weight when one goes over the whole 
picture very carefully. 

Other alternative hypotheses of hoax, 
fraud and fabrication account for a few, but 
a perce ritually negligible number of UFO cases'. 
Misinterpreted meteorological and astronom- 
ical observations and the like do account for 
lots of poor UFO reports, but experienced 
investigators learn to recognise these almost 
at a glance and dismiss them from further 
attention. It is the detailed, close-range 
sightings by persons whose reliability cannot 
be brought into serious question that carry 
the great weight. These are on the increase, 
it appears. And it seems that sightings in 
urban areas are on the increase. Almost no 
urban sightings can be found in the records 
for sightings of the late 1940's. In the 
past year there have been dozens of them, 

What does this all mean? What is happening? 

If you wish to know, do not ask Project Blue- 
book . 

Pacing of aircraft and buzzing of cars 
gees on rather steadily. These cases so 
strongly suggest something vaguely resembling 
surveillance or reconnaissance that the student 
of the problem is forced to 'weigh the possi- 
bility that the UFOs are probes of some type 
that are engaged in something that we would 
loosely call '‘observation. " There are many 
other categories of sightings suggesting the 
same tentative hypothesis. How can this be? 
There is, in my present opinion, no sensible 
alternative to the utterly shocking hypothesis 
that the UFOs are extraterrestrial probes from 
somewhe re e lse , 

WHAT 1 5 TO BE DONE NEXT 

We are 20 years behind in scientific 
study of this question. 

Science has been assured so long that the 
Air Force has been studying the problem that 
scientists are not likely to suddenly start 
studying the UFO problem without new pressures 
to do so. 

Probably nothing short of a full-scale 
Congressional investigation can put on record 
the abysmal shortcomings of the program that 
lay behind those 20 years of assurances. 

An adequate Congressional investigation 
can come only from outside pressures - which 
will not soon emanate from science. 



^ You members of the American Society of 
Newspaper Editors are in an ideal position to 
generate the pressures necessary to force 
Congressional investigation that will awaken 
scientists here ind abroad to the real state 
of the UFO problem. 

And then, but only then, will the problem 
receive the attention of the outstanding scien- 
tists of the world - who should have been 
devoting their efforts to unraveling this 
extraordinary problem for all of those twenty 
years that we have been ignoring this problem. 

It has become my conviction that the 
problem of the unidentified flying objects is, 
indeed, the greatest scientific problem of our 
time . 
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RESTRICTED 

INTELLIGENCE - REPORT OF AERIAL 
OBJECT OBSERVED 

(Operational Command ASI 3/A/5) 



Name of observer 
Address of observer 



PART 1 - REPORT BY OBSERVER 

. . $f¥l Yfy. AGE. , , 

/ c , . ...... 

, PHONE . . . f! 

Occupation of observer , , , . . AA , 

Date and time of observation . . . /Af. F.fty?, . . Ar. 

Duration of observation A , A . AAl . */*. 

Observers location at time of sighting . . . AATT.. 



7. Weather conditions at time of observation 

. ' A .°. , s . A?. c fTA AAA . AA . Ay . Y . 

8, Describe any aids or equipment used in the observation 

4/^0 1 csa 4<S /Ox 



9. Where was object first observed? (eg, overhead, coming from be- 
hind a hill, over the horizon). 

y.fA T&& 'S ff'Tt t. A. T. . .YAAvf. . . . . . 

10. What first attracted observer's attention? (eg, light or noise). 

'£/<£/V7~~ 



11. Did object appear as s. light or as a definite objaot? 

V// y /”/: 9 ~~ VsT'/V *W*-0 a *r 

«»■••>•**■■£•«**•*•*• ■ •■•••**•.■**•***#•***#***■***■• •••• e * 





12. If there was more than one object: - 

(a) how many were there? 

(b) in what formation were they? . 



j£ 



13. What was the colour of the light or object? 

14. What was its apparent ahaph? . . . 

15. Was any detail of structure observable? ... 



y / f .' T ?. 

a/o 
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A^o 

16. Was any method of propulsion obvious? 

A/j*\ 

17. Was there any sound? 

18. What was its height? (or angle of elevation) v?... .... 

19. What was its speed? (or angular velocity) . .^/f. . . 

20. Was the object stationary? ......./A?, 

21. What was the direction of flight with reference to landmarks or 
points of the compass? 



22. Did the object remain on a straight path, deviate, or manoeuvre 
at all? 



23. Was any trail of exhaust, vapour, or light seen? 



24. Where did object disappear? (eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, 
over the horizon) 

ps,\ f. ... . 'f ....... 

25. Do you know of any physical evidence? (.such as fragments, photo- 
graphs, or other supporting evidence) 

4^o 




27 . Jf so, give brief details of incident (s) 



28, State any experience which enables observer to be reasonably 
certain about the answers given to 10 ana iy. ^ ___ 

av r -w 7 r. 



29. Are ycu a member of any organization interested in aerial phen- 
omena? 

30. Name and address of organisation 
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PART 2 - UH1T EVALUATION 



32 . 



33 . 



34 . 



The following militaiy aircraft were in the vicinity of the 
reported UFO position at the time j- 

A//s 

Aircraft type 

Heading. T T T 

Height ,000 ft ,000 ft ,000 ft 

Speed K K K 

The following civil aircraft were in the vicinity of the reported 
UFO position at the time i- 

lit,*** . it**: s>. . . i*r.. . . 

/A/ -Tt#S o/r 77>7gr 

Heading T... T T ' 



Height ,000 ft ,000 ft ,000 ft 

Speed .K. K K 

Calculations show that the following planete or major Btare were 
in that portion of the sky at the timet-. .... .tyri. 



$3&*s?Z77.. 



35* A meteorological balloon was released from. 

at.i.OTffnZ and could have been in the reported ITPO 
position at the time# 

36# The State Observatory in the nearest capital city affirms that 
aerial phenomena in that portion of the sky at the time were 

*.*..* •###.. •(comet, meteorite shower, etc). 

37* Any other relevant remarks (eg aJ>out satelites, rockets, 

research balloons ft* 



38* There is conclusive evidence that the object reported was, 



39# The object reported could have been. 





rf&VS AfeTTfC 



40* The cause (or likely cause) of the sighting cannot be determined# 

dtaid 

. 4 ./. (eta) (««*) 



RESTRICTED 
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RE STRIP TED 



INTELLIGENCE ~ REPORT OF AERTar 
OBJECT OBSERVED 

(Operational Command ASI 3/a/5) 



1 . 

2 . 

3. 



4. 



5. 

6 . 



7. 



FART 1 - REPOST BY OBSERVER 

Name of observer. AGE 77^ 

Address of observer ^ . 



• PHONE . 

Occupation of observer , .$7({7.7& . , .{7,7^/PP. , , . ,77/7{7,7^' 

Date and time of observation f. ??.... #y/>. 

Duration of observation 7? . ,77 y {{$. .... 7?f /$ . , . .'P.P. . TT/S/S 

Observers location at time of sighting . . ^.7. ,7?77$e7 . . .TSY.P . 

. .777 , . . ff//.77. 7s?. . s/ssf. . 7 r. /7?*r» .T&rvr. 



Weather conditions at time of observation . . .^{7777? 77.’. . . . 

^ots-rzs fjhsr'&ety h/s*D?s 



8. Describe any aids or equipment used in the observation 

$ / . / y/.f//.7. 7. P.7. 77.77s?. °.77. 777777. P.77.7:7 / .?/y. 

.77? 7.7. 7. . 7.7. 7. 7.7777! P.7 f.?7f //?/>/.. 

9. Where was object first observed? (eg, overhead, coming from be- 
hind a hill, over the horizon). 

77 ~Z . 7 nT ? y 7. ^7.7 / .7.7 f 7 , 

10. What first attracted observer's attention? (eg, light or noise). 

pfe/S. f S/tc/77. 7777.77. . , 



11. Did object appear as r. light or as a definite object? 

77 .77 77. , 77?.. TfPP.s/.'Y. 7777. 77.7777, 777. 7 7/7 {V^ 

>'77777. . t\ {77. 77 7. 7777771. 7.K. .777? 77. . fsy . . . 7T77S77/?.- 



12. If there was more than one object: - 

(a) how many were there? 

(b) in what formation were they? . 



CPa/*S 



13. What was the colour of the light or object? 7?7{{f{7. 7 • 

14. What was its apparent shape? . . . 7fY7 . . . . .{?/£ . . 

A 7? 

15. Was any detail of structure observable? 



***•«••• 
7*rp.-. . 

^ker'eM . 



RESTRICTED 



. ../2 



RESTRICTED 



- 2 — 



16- 


Was any method of propulsion obvious’ MO 


17. 


Was there any sound? ... 


18. 


What was its height? (or angle of elevation ) /$ *** *&*% ? 


19. 


What wae its speed? (or angular velocity) VATs T 


20. 


Was the object stationary? . 


21. 


^«+« aS n? 1 +i, direCti0n o 0f flight with reference to landmarks or 
points of the compass? wx 


22. 


Did the object remain on a straight path, deviate, or manoeuvre 
at all? 






23. 


Was any trail of exhaust, vapour, or light seen? .4^ 


24. 


Where did object disappear? (eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, 
over the horizon) 

o/&4 */£& ^ Mo j?c>s\s . 


25. 


Do you know of any physical evidence? (such as fragments, photo- 
graphs, or other supporting evidence) 

/I/O 


26. 


Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously? . 


27. 


If so, give brief details of incident(s) 



28. 


State any experience w.iich enables observer to be reasonably 
certain about the answers given to 18 and 19. 

/<f77/ep 4c ^ y rfgT'MA./jey 0/F/f.£T/Z . 


29. 


Are you a member of any organization interested in aerial phen- 
omena? 


30. 




31. 


Any additional information which relates to the sighting. 

4 C-C/C h>'/7A/ ^ *//*/ P*/ s 'T. .. 

f/e&sr' &A7& 

4// Key / /\P ° Mfru ...... . 



RESTRICTED 



.../3 



ttEPTtuv/vmj 



- 3 - 

FART 2 - UNIT EVALUATION 



32. The following military aircraft were in the vicinity of the 
reported UFO position at the time i- 

/V/A, 



Aircraft type..,, 

Heading ,t 

Height f 000 ft 

Speed K. . , , . 



-.T 

-*000 ft ,000 ft 



,K. 



.K 



33. The following civil aircraft were in the vicinity of the reported 
UFO position at the time i- 

Aiproraf t type . . . . ,7!^ .... 

/ a / - 7%/ 3 77 * r e 

Heading . # * , , *T« • * T 

Height, *. ,000 ft ,000 ft, ,000 ft 

Speed * , *K, ,, f K M K 

34* Calculatione show that the following planets or major star© were 
in that portion of the sky at the time*- itfir*** 



35* A meteorological balloon was released from. 

sub*. Q&sa O€c4$/o*ss$ 

lzfiv.*74?*Z and could have been in the reported UK) 



ati 



position at the time ■ 

36# The State Observatory in the nearest capital city affirms that 
aerial phenomena in that portion of the sky at the time were 
Atfs 

(comet, meteorite shower, etc). 

37* Any other relevant remarks {eg about satel lies, rockets, 

research balloons )*.*,, * * . .wffm * * . * *,»*•«*...*« 



38, There is conclusive evidence that the object reported was* 



39# The object reported could have been* 

.tf/fZGP.*. f. * ffP.C/.. . 



40* The cause (or likely cause) of the sitting cannot be determined* 



f/.. 

J^yZ. 



.(Unit) 

.(Fate) 



Ki«.) 

(Rank) 



RESTRICTED 
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'• 1 











12, 5f > ovc niorc than one cb icci;- . , * 

{ i ho-.v rany raere there? - * 

( s ) 1 r* ?hat f qtttjx tion were they? - * * ,tJ,,#l 

13* -hat T/es the colour of the light or object? *vt »hh *h *V* - * **• 

14* tfcst vfkG It® apparent shape? • • ,Vr* * * -1 #t * • 55 * * * * p * * * * ,,,,#►*•**** * 

15 * 'ho any detail of s tracturo observable? .It; £v * * * * * ♦ 

n^ST2IJ7-3) • */ 2 



16 , as any method of propulsion obvious? . « , , fl\ 

17, as there any sound® /}' /*T", # . 

! - ■""* t v/ac its height? (or- angle of elevation) * ^ - - ' 

19* -—t was its speed? (or angular velocity) . # #v / 

20, ifea the object stationary? i ^vlV.lW. , 7* . * ^ p - 

21. -It at vas the direction of flight with reference to landmarks or 
points of the compass? 

. . ACSf. fT. . . 4 Zk . „ 

22* <*hf.* objoot remain on a straight path, deviate* or rrancouv^c 

at all? 

. .f vh;i. . ;< .”. . . /2.Z7/, 7^r..\'. . 

23 . Sfeo any trail of exhaust, vapour, or light seen?, . . * 

, . f f#f(f t ^ ^ ^ 7^ 

24. acre did object disappear? (eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, over 
the horizon) 

: 

25- lo you blow of any physical evidence? (such as fragments, photo- 
grspiia, or other supporting- evidence ) 

....... 

26. have yo observed any unusual phenomena previously? \\ ,V: 

ZJ ■ Xf so, give brief details of incident(s) 



, tntc any experience which enables observer to be reasonably 
certain about the answers given to 18 and 15 . 



2 * m trc ‘ V0U a member of any organisation interested in aortal 
phenomena? 

....... 

30. -Tamo laid ad roos of organisation. p , . # 



*,ny a aitionai information nhieh relates to tho sighting. 

. . . . 4 m f 



— 



../3 






- 3 - 






32 . v': 0 :>'llcwir. - nsHitsry aircraft vrerc ir. the vicinity of tho 

reported 170 position ar the time 

A rr craft type 

Handing. - * * * .2* 

Hoi£ht, ,000 ft 

3 pood .K 

33* 'Tho following civil airers 
UR) position at tho time 




PA53THICTI3) 



(ifcna) 

{Ranh) 



-Urjtf3, 







/fT 


4 


r.~sr:z;:'“. 






r — p‘ G? ", r 






CfJiiT I' 




* 


(Operational Comaend ASX ?/a/5) 






i - by obssltzr 




1 * 


/j 

name of observer *V?r*£*£t 1 r?; .... 4 * , . 




2 # 


Address of observer* „ * .1 * /T, * * . //; f. ^*. * . 4 , * * , 






. . . I'}'::. r. .4-.V. £*&&: «*... 


,^JS.L£ t 


3 * 


Occupa tion of observer * . . V-fr* 71 * -it . . ri * y* * , 4 * iTTTtb ^ * , 


A/I^J 


4 i 


late and time of observation * * fi . t" 


./^t ^ V 


5 , 


Dura tion of observation **. * *?*, 44 'iv. bf? 7 y* *dl. . , 




6 . 


Observers location at time of sighting *,*,.* # y/TX 7 *V* * i 




7 » 


'oat: or conditions an xiae of oosenraxion. . . . 7 '.-, . .yC , . , 


Ci c-/s/? /C ■ — 

* •*>***#*•«*,■•»*« 









8 . 


Describe any aids or equipment used in the observation. 


ApJrX'v'd 






9* 'T*ere was object first observed? { eg, overhead, coming from 
behind a hill, over horizon) * 



«?/;4 *S f . /Tifvi . r” . , ^ - t V ( 

10* r hat first attracted observers attention? (eg, light or noise}* 



11* Did object appear as a light or as a definite object?. 



12* If there was more than one object':-. , * 

( ) lor? many were there? * /?*'•***. * * . * - 

b ) in what formation were they? • ♦**.***. /A** * + >•***** + *••*•*•*• 

13 . at was the colour of the light or objc/ct? * ,\ * * f* * * * - fr . - 

14 * hat wan its apparent shape? ***** ptvv* * * ?7» ?• * * I?. 



15 # iso any detail of structure observable?. 



n/£> 



V ’LL U I'll) 






rZSTBIZTIJD 



- 2 



1 6, /as any method of propulsion obvi 5 us?. tt#i , tt i, 

17 ■ , : aa there any Bound? 

!-•# -&at was its height? {or angle of elevation] * /f ^ f f - # - % t ^-vV; . * 

! /V o 

19 * was its speed? (or angular velocity} * * ,v # , -g #. * 



20 



. ‘.ran the ob;cct ctatior.axy?. .-. . . . , . . V. v. .V . r. .• -."X r^. .'/... . 

^rith raforenec to 3 



21, /hot nas the direction of flight vrith reference to landmarks or 
points of the compass? 

/ C ft** cu 

T 7 

22* Did t;’. i object remain on a straight path, deviate, or manoeuvre 
at all? _ 

T. .X^f/TTr, 

23# /as any trail of exhaust, vapour, or light seen? 



34- *7ho*o did object disappear? (eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, over 
the horison) ■ * 

./7^Y?//r. p.rX 

25- Do you know of any physical evidence? (such as fragments, photo- 
graphs, or other supporting evidence) 

# <Vf 

/ , ’.lave you observed any unusual phenomena previously? , . XT . * \ f T, ; v ' > 

"7 # If so, give brief do tails of Incident ( s) • * .V/» • #*■ V# • , fy, , t% (Mi 

/f } < h- . ; 

25# f tato any experience which enables observer to be reasonably 
co/t.ln about the anavjors given to 18 and 19,, 



2f * '*ro you a member of any organisation interested in aerial 
phenomena? 



30# Nar^j an address of, organisation »•*****»*, , i # 



31# -*ny ac..i ticnai information vhich relates to the sighting* 



»/3 



DJ-jU'.i'dl ClffD 



- 3 - 



- he 2 — uSXT /AI . j 



32. ?ha following ;:;ilitai;- aircraft were ir. the vicinity of tao 
reported UFG ]po^ittOB at the time :- 



Aircraft typo- 




34 * Anlculationa show that the following planets or major stare were 

in that portion of the sky at the time £rw< , aV, ,*,,*,* 

“ ^ ' ^ ^ -- , > |, j*- 

i ■ i « ■ i * t « i v 3 I < * f'i i 4 f t /f « I t « , I 1 * »1 t r 1 * r* i A « * ,'* - 4 f . < Y / . m * T 1 -, # f , ,^"7* 

37 « A tnotGorological ’balloon tvas released from, 



> i * i < i * < * * iZ and could have been in Hie reported UFO position 



at the time* 

36# The State Observatory in the nearest capital city affirms that 
aortal phenomena in that portion of the sky at the time wore 

•••*•**•■**•-*•## * ( comet , meteorite shower, etc ) , 

37# Any other role van t retries (eg about eatolites, rockets, 
ran &arch balloons 



t There is conclusive evidence that the object reported was 



35 * -’no o\ e ct roportnd could have been 

. , . iZ r A ifr. .... £r 

41, *kc cav^c (or likely cause) of the sighting cannot bo determined. 




,( 2 ?cop) 



{Da to) ( Hank) 






ihf.r ?:oi: - hupopj gp AhHiit 
d ■' •- j 

(Operational Command ASI 3 /A/ 5 ) 



PAST I - H^CP? BT OBSERVER 




1 , ITatno of observer . , W^H ft A ......A* - ^ *AG£ , * I ??, (] % m \ 

2, Addroae of observer. . . J . . /!/$%?& 

3, Occupation of observer !\H. K . 'f.—ttf' 

4 , /(ate and time of observation . k'.ty-. f.tf. trt7~ 

c? _ 

5 , Dura t i on of 00 se rva t i on . , v>7 ;TTTrrvT^'r ( r , 

* ^ , ' 





6, Observers location at tine of sighting 




leather conditions at tine of: observation. 




8 . describe any aids or equipment used in the observation . , /i^ , 



9. here was object first observed? (eg, overhead, coding from 
behind a hill, over t^c horizon.)* 



10. /hat first attracted observer's attention? (og, light or noise), 



11 . 



12 . 



13. 

14. 

15. 



Bid object appear as a light or as a definite object?..* * 

f A?f * 

If the re Yfas more than one objects^. ... - 

( ) how many wore there? * * * ■ 

(a ) in what formation were they? rTT77 . , * * * . * *^. # • * * 

diat was the colour of the light r object ?.v^‘tvA^l/SRT.. * . • 1 

v / /<<> / 

hat v/as its a near on t share? , * . . ^r/iflrA - . i 7 "T*r« u .1 * 

, j ac any dc tail of ^struejure observable? * . ; . . . *<*/•*■•- 

HSKEIC-rj® **/2 



: :;i 



- ' - 



j.6* us any method of propulsion obvious? . * .. Av. 



f\f 

17 . /'as there any sound? ^ 

^7 * . > 

18 . IThat was its height? (or angle of elevation) . * , 

19. -.Cist wes its speed? {or -itrolar vsloc^ty) J&TT:' &'.#]{? 

2G . hac toe object ~ “a tionsry? , , , , 

21* ffcat T/as the direction of flight with reference to landmarks or 
pointa at the conpass? 



JrfrrrD. .<rrt . >/^rrr. . 



22. Did tba objoct remain on a straight path, deviate, or manoeuvre 
at all? 




ha any trail of exhaust, vapour, or light scon?,, /!S 



-* , -.horo did object disappear? (eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, over 
the horizon) " % 

Y 









l t Do you know of any physical evidence? (such as fragments, ptoto- 
grapha, or other supporting evidence ) 

...Aft 1 

v.v you observed any unusual phenomena previously? . . r 'f?*, ?. 

7 - If so. , jive briof details of incidsnt(s) * * * * 



A^' 



xs-q any experience which enables observer to bo reasonably 
co 4 tain about the answers given to 10 and 19 , 

.... M£/T. 

ly. utc you a member of any organization int crested in aerial 

phenomena? 

; A£ 

K‘- ^ario era address of organisation,.,. 



3’* additional information which relates to the sighting* 




-./3 



e^:t f~C?hT; 




V 



- 3 * 



lXKi 



32* Tno following military aircraft were in the vicinity -f 
reported ITu position at the tins 



Aircraft typo 
Heading, , , * r . 
Height,, , 
Speed, . * 



,2? 




,000 ft 



***# 
,000 ft 
X 



33* Tho following civil aircraft wero in the vicinity of tho reported 
UrO position at the time 



Aircraft iyp- , 

Heading* • *.*■• .*.*.• ,3?* *>< 

Height ^p0G ft. 

Speod . , 



y 

• tQOQ ft ***,,000 f 

, * X* #•***,, *,*.,£ 



3- ■ Calculations show that the following planets or major stars v/cro 
in .hat portion of the sky at the time 



33 # A meteorological balloon was released from* , , * * 

a * * * * » ■ . * ** #S and could have bean in the reported UH) position 
at the time, 

3<-* 3hc State Observatory in the nearest capital city affirms that 
aorial phenomena in that portion of the sky at the time wore 

( comet, meteorite shower, o to ) - 

37* Any other relevant remarks (eg about satolitos, rockets, 
research balloons) 



? f * Ihoro is conclusive evidence that the object reported ms 

Pi|»ltt#*l«#||PAI P * t * 1 I t «»#»## # i t # I 



39* object reported could have been 




40 



fho cause (or likely cause) of the sighting cannot bo determined. 



ttk^QCy 

om* 







(HoBe) 

(?.ank) 



^SfltlCTia) 



fiEi 
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• Ut - / 






I SSapj\ 

ROYAL AUSTRALIAN AIR FORCE 



3 ’ 



TELEPHONE: 69 OSSO 

TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS: 

■■ 'AIRCOKMAND, MELBOURNE" 

5/;/*ir(80) 



HEADQUARTERS SUPPORT COMMAND 
RAAf 

VICTORIA BARRACKS 
MELBOURNE SCI VIC 



2 C JUL 1967 



Secretary 
DepartjBtfht of Air 
Husaeii Offices 
CANBERRA ACT 2600 






UK-IDEHTIElEIi FLYING OBJECTS 



tyi - tf- 



Eorwarded are two reports of a UFO, together with 
Investigation^ Officer’s report of the sighting at LIKDENOW 
SOOTH, Gippsland Victoria on 5th July 1967. 




(L.B. BR0W1T) 

Wing Commander 
For Air Officer Commanding 



Enel 



RESTrf !t ~‘ r - u 



• i ^zr-car 



* 



ufo 3TG: rripa ^ci: m^sao:; ^-:n 



OH em^LT 1967 



1. The object vss first reported to the Orderly Officer at *UAF Base HAST? 

odbh on the evening of 6th July 1367 through the CIdl/^L 7 , Police. 



It vna subsequently established that throe persons had observed the 



object on the night in bastion? Mr* Grcwcott, his -rife, in, ti.oir older so a.* 
jurir.,- the course mf the invsati* it ion it ms revealed that the object had 
been sighted at fairly retail or Intervals over a parted of from 6 to 12 months 

and had, in fact, beoit cmn again on the night of 10th July 1967 by lira. 

Grovcott an d her younger son* 

3, The weather conditions ca bct\ th© 6t) and 10th of J iy 196? were 

typical of this tijn© of year in GXFPSLAHIis one to two eighths of cloud 

clearing between ISO-’ - 1900 hours, fog 1 atohes in the area, and an inversion 

in the LiiSKOBE V ALLOT which was not apparent on the intervening night of 

9*!i July 1)6?* On the nights in question, the local '^stecrologioal section 
had released illumin.-tel we- 1 her bell cons between 2000 and 2030 hours. Because 
of the tiiro difference end who relative lad: of move-vent of the reported 
object, i: is conci‘iero-2 that hose Mere net the object observed. 

4. One Vampire Ar craft which landed at EAST $AU at 1730 hours on 

10th July 1$67 ia the only re ter ted olr movement near the relevant times so this 
possibility has been excluded* 

5 . EefererLCs to the Air Almanac revealed that the only body likely to 
be vial hie p.t this time in he indicated section of a ~y voul 1 b© the planet 
Virus which should, however, : ; 4 ear /hits ruid rauld not, in ny ca se$ be 
con eietent with tie repeated sighting as reported. 

6, Hr. Groireott and bis cider son were not available interview 
and 12rs. Growoott after her interview informed that her younger eon had 
definitely seen ;h© object but was "fairly excitable ana % endec to exaggerate' 1 - 

7* In view ct the apparently large number of sight lags in the same nr ©5 

Oi a y it is coLi«i -erea th. t ' is object is ©orue'SSj^ mr r - n it^a . 

lath the direction ivou from LINBSZJOW SOOTH, and the prevailing inversion 
present on the rd hta oi both recent sightings, it is considered that this 
object is probably a reflection of the furnaces at the aselvood power station, 
where movement of stneite clouds could cause the w fiaflhjaa* f x\ d colour changes 
described ae well \o email spatial movements. 





HAEaiS) 

Pilot Officer 
Investig at ing Officer 
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RE5TulCT£D 

REPORT OF AERIAL OBJECT OBSERVES 
C^O^c^o tT 

Nome of Observer Age 

Addivss of Observer 

Occupat ion of Observer * . » mTo* . 

Date and Time of Observation (Time to be given in local time) 



&Z 



•+Xfr* m * £H* . XftT* &X . tl fl c ^ / i !° * Wts~ 

5 . Duration of Obsorvation{ s ) . &&&rfg!g. ... * &&&£&?. .f ^ * 

6 . 



Observers Location at Time of Sighting {Oivo details of own position by 

map reference if possible, or by 
known landmarks ) 

Sl, frr- ^ €>u^ Vi o^-rti 

7. leather Conditions at time(s) of observation (a) » r?,VfT. , .* * . , 

8. Aids to Observation(s). (Describe any equipment used in the observation) 

k irt-c' Sf<c//-r- /<rrTgj f 

#V6 '&v i . r l£*b£ 



s> 



10 . 



Whore was object first observed, eg, overhead, coming from behind a 
hill, over the horizon, etc. 

£G^ t** N^'St' — ov )>Ccc*k fUc«s m 






What first attracted observer's attention, eg, light or noise. 
UVCWSb-^ COt~0+rt{ 



11 . Did object appear as a light or as a definite object* 



12. 



i/OA/c #FP^ee»w-r- ^ 

I * •**•«# # #*■«*****• * * -p • * * * • » * * * * 

^Cc- ■* fiom* S<axts> 



If there was more than one object, how many were there, and what was 
their formation. 

OA/A*Y 

What was the colour of tho light or object **.*■•.#» 

What was its apparent shape ........... 

Was any detail of structure observable 
Was any method of propulsion obvious .. 

Was there any sound * 

Height, or angle of elevation ••*»«.*»< 

Speed, or angular velocity 

Was the object stationary' 



***C<s+ 



.{{O . 

u 0 w 



Vtfe 



What was the direction of flight with reference to landmarks or points 
of the compass, 

U?T . CA* c. - 



.../ 2 



RF'T^ICTED 



22 . 



rLSmUC J’tD 

- 2 - 



23- 



24- 



Pid tho object remain on a straight path, deviate or mrinoouvro at all? 



\?ss ar\v trail of exhaust, vapour or light aeon * 

Where did object disappear, eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, over the 
horizon. 



25- 



26. 



27. 



Existence of any physical evidence such as fragments, photographs, 
or other supporting evidence. 

I JO 

tlfrriC OffattJr ' rw4 

Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously . ti ^ v 
If so, give details of incident (a ) 



28 . 



Stats any experience which enables observer to be reasonably certain 
about the answers given to IS and 19. 

W** I — - 



29. 



30. 



Are you a member of any organisation inter. ated in aerial phenomena? 



Name and Address of organisation 



UO ^ 



3 1 - Any add i t i onal i n format i on 



Signature of Observer 

32. Location of any air traffic in the vicinity at the tims of sighting* 

* * • * « A+\ AT. •'?*■?. . . «*/ gs ^ t / <1*4 # * 

• • afiiA'mi** ■ Tjf. FIX r\*4.;vf<=L 

33. Location of any meteorological stations in the general area. 

tffiE &KT W 

34 . Comments gr*> gc # to # .U/ *■ c 4 # .T^r. . .T?f. . fCi*l I! . ffttSft 

J/, a ^ t tv*j r?*v a s ^ jS Tr^. . 

m W *' C * W H I . 

f i 

Signature of Interrogator . . v.^,4".tlTT7. £V» f ~~ 
QUESTIONS 32, 33 and 34 to be answered by interrogator. 



J fata l Since it is normally impossible to estimate the height, and speed 
of a strango object, it will usually be hotter to endeavour to 
determine tho angle of elevation of the object, the angle through 
which it moved, and tho time taken to do this. 
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1. 

2 . 

3. 

4. 
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REPORT OF AERIAL OBJECT OBSERVED 
iLeHlw ^?O iJ c&tt 



Nam© of Obso rvor 
Address of Observer 



Age 






Occupation of Observer 



iw-4#OU ^ 



Date and Timo of Observation (Time to be given in local time) 






6, Observer e Location at Time of Sighting (Givo details of own position by 

map reference if possible, or by 

* * # known landmarks ) 

FifdVV &#€k Vtted ^ £C i»7>i 



7- Weather Conditions at tioie(s) of observation^) * . , 

rVr^T^ jS*r>*fs 



8. Aids to Observation(s). (Describe any equipment used In the observation) 

lO^ £iCtf-r-f+f$ Jper*- *r*h-4= r* Cc^o -nil 

*/V P^Vj4<^-r ^ ^ ^ ^ 

9. Where was object first observed, eg, overhead, coming from behind a 
hill, over the horizon, etc* 

Srh!f A.7£«£T > dkjtZJC W ** IX Ur<fmy 

/Hr t- * 3o c 4 so* - 4 ' ^ #! * * V *s X V 

10. What first attracted observer’s attention, eg, light or noise. 

r**K#i*: G x_ tkt i T fivtti Z<t<H PlE^L 71^ fWvrrf^Vt C^«c fV sXy 



11* Did object appear as a light or as a definite object* 

^5r<£tr 



12, If there was more than on© object, how many were there, and what was 

their formation. 

*- CT O #v 4- ’y 

*5fe> " «£W/«V 

What was the colour of the light or object . /! . iffT^ . y 

sk/petF* 'Tti 



13* 

14- 

15* 

16* 

17* 

18* 

19* 

20. 

21 * 



What was its apparent shape 

Was any detail of structure observable 

Was any method of propulsion obvious * * 

# WO 

^rh~r S* <tf*rv*K i-fC Zt&W^T/CV 



Was there any sound 



=*Z£ 


*/ ** ‘>C > W 'S/ 







Speed, or angular velocity 

Was the object stationary' 

What was the dir act ion of flight with refers nco to landmarks or points 
of the compass , 

w i& 
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22 * 



Did the object remain on a straight path, deviate or manoeuvre at all 17 
Ac- v T* *2#*^ iir 7^, 



23- 

24- 



any trail of exhaust, vapour or light aeon 



Where did object disappear, eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, over the 
horizon. 



25. Existence of any physical evidence such as fragments, photographs, 

or other supporting evidence, 

AjC 



26. 

27- 

28 . 



Y<5s 



Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously 

If so, give details of incident (s) &SggSl 9 fZA!CAif£ 

rre s*., rv 1 v£H» t - 

State any experience which enables observer to be reasonably certain 
about the answers given to 18 and 19 * 

VC 



29 . Are you a member of any organisation interested in aerial phenomena? 

.vs..... 



30, Name and Address of organisation 

AJ 4 



31* Any additional information . fV;. 



Signature of Observer A 

32, Location of any air traffic in the vicinity at the time of sighting, 

• K? * • * • . . f f«? . . . St . STj Hz m + . ^ y B 

”Tc FbO tVWCfc^ 

33- Location of any meteorological stations in the general area* 

34 . Comments * » . 



Signature of Interrogator 

QUESTIONS 32, 33 and 34 to bo answered by interrogator. 



A. 



?wT CrP 

* » 



,ot j s Sinca it is normally impossible to estimate the height, and speed 
of a strange object, it will usually bo better to endeavour to 
determine the angle of elevation of the object, the angle through 
which it moved, and the time taken to do this. 



P~'‘'P1CTED 



MEM< 

V RAAF FOAH 




DUM 



for use within tf*e RAAf 
Wr tw of print c Irartf 



i 

fr - s 



Ssc/ill 

OUR RLE 



6M^ (i 



FA on 



DATE 



/jjjlJ--, /iXa/j li 






l 8 



TO 



attention 



REFERENCES 



^jhi'tlU-r r^/^C d. {£l ■ 



SUBJECT 



W.-/' ■ ~~ - '~ '•■■■■ 



CtaiR flf 
£? 5 



_i j! — tei — £** :.. .. ; -<W 

AtAU^.im jfiit JJUi / ^ 7 if iAUfssid. , fz+j'/Ls 



ftj L // hiL &£. iu^ fa' OL-(\LiFy 



k. %Lt iwkAAi£m *£S&>- yj&L ~tL iteliA 



tl&A 2 

in~J Tin Ia1//u/l ATi> a . 






Juir 



/V 

-/_— 



CxsAa 



(_-j ■' 

^"CT 







— 



“ T— 



■ 



Ca/S 




PR1NTEO NAME RANK ^NO APPCHNTMENT PHONE EXTN 

| 6\_^^j6h /qi^v SotHTin^- | 2 ^/ 

Tl\)cTJzp 



C.e*fl, 9777 



r^SiaiC'ZED 



St 



: - ?.3I-'0R-~ Z? aekial 

G^uCI C3SEF.YED 

(Operational Command ASI 3/A/5 ) 
i - ?j,i- sy jssesyek 

1. Name cf AGE 

2* Address of observer ft. fAMh?. .C c /A . 

SfflAJHfjAlf. /V/fa . . , . . ,£?*;£ SHONE . . <£#$**$?>. . 

3. Occupation of observer 

4. Date and citie oi •• bservation . . . . WJ^Vf . ?. 

5. Duration of observation ?f. .‘'.V*!? 

6. Observers location at time of sighting ..i'll. SitiVt'FPS*. 



7. Weather conditions at time of observation . Cwf. .£ K*VVlu 



6. Describe any aids or equipmet. used in the observation ...Vf! 



Where was object first observed? (eg, overhead, coining from be- 
hind a hill, over the horizon). c 

s>' $c /, _ gpo r ,*1. 



10. 'hat first a tracted observer's attention? (eg, light or noise). 
'•jkft.at Ltc/j r 



11. Did object appear as a light or as a defini+s oh jsot?, 'ifyi'fVi 5 . . . . 

dfrlVl r. MX &&&£&. AWffWS AW*?, 

f'r'/V’/V. .*f. ft. {$t “ (ffiftvsifl 

12. If there was nort than ona object 

(a) how many were there? 

( b) in what formation were th& y? . * . . 

13. What was . c-lour f the light or object? 



14. What was its apparent shape?. 



£z* U 



15- Was any detail cf structure observable? 

RESfHIClEB 



.../2 



hesthictsd 

- 2 - 

16. Was any method of pro pulsion obvious? <dc 

17. Was there any sound? */o 

18. What was its height? (or angle of elevation) m %q\ : Zf L 

19 * What was its speed? (or angular velocity) 

20, Was the object stationary? r " v 

ai8ht ^ laoa^s'^' 

4it L 

22 * at d all? remain 0n a stra± ^ Path, deviate, or manoeuvre 

^ 

23- Was any trail of exhaust, vapour, or light seen? /('.V 



24. Where did object disappear? (eg, in mid-air, behind a hill 

over the horizon) ’ 

tfif f&s 

25. ho you know of any physical evidence? (such as fragments, photo- 
grapns, or other supporting evidence) 

26. Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously? /. c . 

2;. If so, give brief details of incident(s) ....... V/V - 



28 . 



State any experience wiiich enables observer to be reasonably 
certain about the answers given to 18 and 19. 



jJh 



fy.'i ^ VV") . Jk)i . (v i. 



29. 



Are ycu ■■ member of any organization interested in aerial phen- 
omena? aJ u 



30. IJamc and address of organisation 




31. Any additional information which relates to the sighting. 
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33 . 
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r---.R.T g - -T-T E'.ViLUATT o?r 



32. The following military aircraft 



reported UFO position at the time - 
Aircraft type 



t -ere m the vicinity of the 



Height » * * , . 








Speed 








The following civil aircraft were in 
UFO position at the time 


the vicinity of 


the reported 


Aircraft type 








Heading , 








Height 


,,00C ft......... 






Speed 


m £ 







34 . 



jiil eolations 3hOT that the following planets or major stars wer= 
in that portion of the sky at the time:—; 



35 . 



36 . 



37 . 



A meteorological balloon was released from..., 

at 2 and could have been in the reported UFO 

position at the time. 

The State Observatory in the nearest capital city affirms that 
aerial phenomena in, that portion of the sky at the time were 



.(comet, meteorite shower, etc). 



Any other relevant remarks (eg about 3atelites, rockets, 
research balloons) SQT&ii Tg . . A>. . MiiW. 

’“* There is conclusive evidence that the object reported was.... 



39. The object reported could have been. 

4C, The cause or likely cause) of th3 sighting cannot he determined, 

& 



(lfcw) 

(Date) 







(Eaffio) 

(Rank) 



RESTRICTED 



S2*/5/9/Air(l2) 



Headquarters 
RnAF Base 
BEBLSy qjLP 

11th July 1967 



Headquarters Operational Command 

EMF 

FEURITK 1W KSW 



REPORT OF AERIAL OBJECT OBSERVED 
HQPPCCK aSI 37a/5 



t. Further to this Headquarters signal A154 O 4 JUL 67 * herewith are 

two copies of a report compiled as a result of a reported aerial sighting, 

2m The sighting was made initially by a student of St Pauls School, 

BALD HILLS, L asts r PARTRIDGE, and was then seen hy the Headmaster, Science 
faster* at least four other masters # and numerous students of the school. 

The writer visited the school and interviewed a number of observers, 
notably tir J,T,C. TaYLOR, Science Master, and Master PARTRIDGE, who were 
at the opposite ends of a credulity scale. What each observer saw 
remained basically the same but with individual variations as to shape. 
Relative size varied from pinpoint to one eighth of one inch which 
largely negatives most of the variables in shape* Position and movement 
were agreed upon by all observers* 

3* One student, a faster JQ SLING, used a camera but results obtained 

are inconclusive, for the quality of the film and camera lens used do not 
lend themselves to accurate definition at high enlargements, 

4 . The original observer, Master PARTRIDGE, has made several previous 
sightings and is a confirmed believer in the existence of extra terrestrial 
activities* He is not a member of a UK) society but wishes to join one. 

He uses a 9 11 reflecting telescope to aid his sky watching activities, and 
is a brilliant scholar, topping his class in all subjects, 

5 . The planet Venus has been visible during daylight hours of the 

past week but was in the Northeastern sector at an elevation of approx- 
imately 40 during the time of the reported sighting. Ho other stars or 
planets in the reported position were of sufficient magnitude to have been 
visible during daylight hours. The original estimate of 3g elevation in 

the Northwest was checked by the writer and confirmed as 20 to 25 elevation 
on a bearing from the school of 300 i* using a wrist compass. 

6* Mr Ron GUSTaHD of CQOBY CREEK Tracking Station was contacted. He 

stated that shortly before the time of the observation a satellite - ATS 2 

passed over COQEY CREEK at its closest to Earth in orbit from South to 

North, increasing its range from Earth as it travelled northwards* Whilst 

he would not commit himself unequivocally because of the great range of the 
Satellite, he thought that it was conceivable that reflected light from the 
Sun could be seen possibly for some considerable time because of the very 
slow change of angle between the Sun and the satellite in their relation to 
the observers at that time. 



»/2 



There were no reported meteorological 

wMch would have accounted for the ”* ° r aircraft 

° £ time ' Hydrogen filled balloons a long 

or Recent High Schools .ere ruled out beoauee of 30urc88 

movement in a south westerly breeze at t‘-e - ~ ~ tj ~f laCk of apparent 

Jetstream above 30,000 feet, uSa^ Se^o*! a ™ 3t ^ly 

however, is unlikely as the'aTa ove^S the XUS"* 4 ’ ?hio 
sparsely populated. Kite f]vir.j >, - * sighting .as made is 

tae elevation. The s^l^WeHn ^ aa ° f 
wide valley. situatea on high ground overlooking a 

were of refleoted liSt’fwo 2°satluite rt,i °'.*“J* *“ obMW «*toilo 

between tbi. report our oriftou «£££"£" 

une vernal repetition of reports by telephone until they reach the writer. 




{H.O. WALKER) 

Flight Lieutenant 
For Officer Commanding 



TELEPHONE: 6*0550 





telegraphic ADDRESS 






of Air 

^pq 

ACT 2600 



HEADQUARTERS SUPPORT COMMAND 
RAAF 

VICTORIA BARRACKS 
MELBOURNE SCI VIC 



1 6 JUL 1967 



- £ 1 UN-IDENTIFIED PLYING OBJECTS 




1* Herewith are reports of UFO's received from 

HAAF Base EDINBURGH FIELD 5A. 



2. The reports comprise copies of a collection of 

sightings forwarded by ::r C.O. NQ3BI3 of the Flying Saucer 
Research Society in ADELAIDE. Mr NORRIS Mas stated that 
he will forward on a monthly basis, any future reports. 



3* This Headquarters ha3 no comment to add regarding 

these sightings which appear to have been collected over a 
considerable period. 



Enel 



Jn/i 






(L*B. BROWN) 

'Vi ng Commander 
For Air Officer Commanding 







^ ^ — A JLr VA-T ^ j|C . 
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ROYAL AUSTRALIAN AIR FORCE 



TELEPHONE: 690SS0 



TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS: 
’‘AlRCGMMAND. HELBOURJMi" 



5/6/Air(76) 

rn MPLY QUOTE 



HEADQUARTERS SUPPORT COMMAND 
RAAF 

VICTORIA BARRACKS 
MELBOURNE SCI VIC 



A 4 JUL 1367 



Secretary 
Department of Air 
HusseU^Xf flees 
CANBERRA t 2600 AC? 



’yprft UK-IDEKTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 



1. Enclosed herewith is detailed report from HA AF 

EAST SALE on UFO sightings reported on the evening of 27th 
June 1967. 



2. Earlier, these UFO sightings were given fairly wide 

publicity "by the ABC and Melbourne press, but no information 
concerning the findings of the Investigating Officer has been 
released. 



3. This Headquarters has nothing to add to the very 

excellent report provided hy the Investigating Officer. 



Enel 







(L.B. SHOWN) 

Wing Commander 
For Air Officer Commanding 





LBICTt 




r 4 

;• ■. yiicat'd :v v - 

Lrnrid n tee so ores xlth zaj? 

viCTcaxi ■-. . z r;3 HNS oy tui ^day 27ph juirs 196? 



I ntr oducti on 



1* Wide spread ?u‘_li city by the res© and radio of sighting© 

of unusual lights in the dzy cn the evening of £7 Juu 6? caused 
numerous people tc initiate official report© of these observations to 

the RAAF. 

2. The Investigating Officer received a total of 24 report©, 

21 of which occurred between 2100 and 2230 hour© on 27 Jun 67* 

The other 3 occurred on different night© and are not considered 
in this report* 

3* It would appear that three different type© of light sources 

were ©eenj sixteen reports were in respect of one type of light 
source, three were in respect of a second light source, md two 
were in respect of a third source. 



THE :HJi; i ; YP% OF LIGHT SCUBCE 



Hescrlpticn 

4* The object first appeared as a "large star like light 11 

which rapidly increased in, siss to -..here it was iescrxbed x© 
being relatively about half the size of a full moon* It appeared 
to moat observers as a ball of light which travelled nearly 
horizontally across the sky, slowly curving towards the earth at 
a shallow angle* 



Colour 

> The colour moot pronounced and lasting for about three 

quarters of its il atone© of travel was a brilliant green or bluaish- 
green* It then seeded to change colour to a "hot- orange" or 
"reddish-pink" far its last one quarter of travel* Then it finally 
appeared to grow extrmely bright and "burst" into a whitinh-yellovdsh- 
orange colour after which it disappeared* 



Trail Remainin g 

6* A trail of "vapour" persisted over its final path and around 

the point /here it disappeared* This slowly moved into a "boomerang 11 
shape, until it had gradually dispersed after fifteen minutes* 



Location of Observers 

7* Tha observers were listed in the numerical order of their 

reports, and their locations at the time of observation are plotted 
on the attached HAAP V.JUG. (3470) HHLIOJhl®* 



Description by Obs ervers 

8. Probably the most accurst e reports vrere described by observers 

5, 6, 8, 15, and 18* 5>rcm all the descriptions, it is deduced 
that the various observers reported one or more phases of 'he ctj ecffc 
flight path xs seen from their position* Details are s- 



***/2 
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W Observers 1, 2, and 21 probably saw the Green section* 

(b) Observers 3 ^id 4 probably sax th© section whare 
it changed ttm biueish-greaa to pinker ©d* 

(c) Observers 5, 6, 7, 6* 15> '*nd 20 probably saw all 
or nearly ill of the event. 

(d) Observers 3 and 1C probably saw only the reddish 
portion just before the end* 

(e) Observers 14 and 1 8 probably saw the brilliant 
end flash -ad subsequent troll* 

(f) Observe 19 probably esw the vapour trail only* 



colour cf the object, i-isa most unusual and not like the normal shoot lug ** 
or "falling” star type of obj set * which they had all seen at some time* 

Time of Occurrence 



observer id* Another accurate time was teken by observer 6 as 2152 hours* 
All the other times were only approximate, but generally as they were 
between 2145 2200 hours it is considered that only one such event 

occurred at about 2155 hours- He explanation can be offered as to 
why observer 7# who spp arently saw the same event, gave the time as 
2105 hours. 



He- ima t o i . o ait i on 

11 . All bearings noted by the observers on rhe land were approximations 

only und indicated th.it the object first appeared to the couth east and 
travelled to the north, north east, or north west. Until a report was 
received from the observer 18, at sas on the KV “CCHOTALL", no indi cation 
of the object's position vns apparent- However, the accurate bearings 
and times report ec by observer id cabled a fairly accurate truck, of the 



direction of travel would appear to be about 35OT* This would aatisfjr 
the majority of ascriptions cf the object's path* 

Distance Travelled 



point where the object became visible would be about 20CHJ south of 
CArS HC3HU "filth a direction of travel about 350^ its final position when 
it disappeared culd have been about 50K& south of CAFE AGUE* Thus the total 
di stance travailed during observation would be about i50i.ll* 



Hstjpatec cei 

14* Estimations of speed varied, but probably the best impression was 

gained by a description of "slower than a shooting star, “out fastar 
than a satellite 11 * Iteration of the sightings varied from t to 35 seconds 
but probably the whole evqut from "start 11 to '‘finish 11 took tot ween 10 and 
30 seconds* Thus, ever a list shoe of 150HM the speed cf the object 
would be between 54,000 end 18,000 knots. 



% 



U early all observers agreed that the nearly horizontal path and 



10 . 



The time cf the "finish* 1 was logged at 2155 hours E3T by 



object to be plotted as shown on the attached *7. A. C* 



Bir action of Try/ cl 

12. From the bearings plotted from observer* c reports, the general 



13* Assuming the bearings plotted are fairly accurate, the initial 
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-altitude 

15. Fr oa the position cf observer 18, end accurat 

of the object -t the joint of disai : earsnee was established as 28“ above 
s«a level. Assuming this point to be above latitude 3 °25'S, 2 triangle 
can be established with & base side of length 75 SH» The vertical side 

would then be ie, the altitude of the object r.ro it disrip.eered 

would be r-.bout 239,000 feet. 



Conclusions 

The nww«Mi»iiy bright caving light report 
observers was probably c .used by a large object entering the earth’s 
atmosphere at high speed and relatively ahailo;: ingle. Heat ge orated 
by friction with the atmosphere probably caused the bright glow and 
eh’-r.f.n of colours* -'hi object com d possibly V. b at s large 
meteor or some * -Q made satellite or racket casing .'hich on reentering the 
earth's atmosphere subeo nently burned up. 

17 The path t’vken by the object is estimated to have been from a 

position about 20o.dS south of CAPS BBKE travelling on a heading of about 
"d jOT to where it disapieroed about 50®* south of CAPE EOWE. xta speed would 
have robably been between 18,000 and 54,000 'roots nd its altitude 
at the time of disappearance would be about 239,000 feet. 

18. The vapour trail left behind aftdr the objects' disappearance 
was possibly caused by ''moke" generated in the process of its bunting 
up rod highlighted by the light of the moon, which was below the horizon 
to the east. 



O'. „y. •" 3 CJ Ullu.' CBbchVZS 



a, y ary gilt Tatis' .-Li: ht Hue Li^t t 

IQ. This second, type of light was described by observers, 11, 13, 

:-ni 16, two cf whom stated that it seemed to ori/iinate fr® a very bright 
centre spot with the . sarance 01 a tail cr some object behind it. 

The main feature which distinguished it from the first type MS that 
it seemed to be closer to the earth rod moved as if under acme type 
c-; control. Observers 13 rod It were travelling ir. 3 oro at this 
time and Btated that the light seemed to move over or near the vehicle 
before altering course rod speed end disappearing. 



20. The times of these events were given m ®l30j«l45 

about 2145 hours, 00 curbing in order from !'C.i . U- to jUlASilONL an d then 
near CuECHT. Their htr ---ion was described as f)r«t 10 - 15 seconds 
to 40 seoonia nr; n.bout 5 minutes. 



A Vivid Ho Ctrl o-Vl ne > Mfiht 

21. This type of ligh wad described by observers 12 rod 17 ac a very 
fast moving light. It a travel was reported to be m : ’ ",.® + . 

low in elevation by 12 rod 3S a series of horizontal end vertical rnovem 

by observer 17* . . 

22* duration on both occasions tfas very short* a seccnas 

seconds. 

23 . The positions of both observers was within about four ^les on t^o 

m- the Ferhbank turn-off whenrohey may 

Although observer lE'.vr.s uncertain as to the time, ho tbwgt ^ 

have be® just after moonrise. If so, the time ®uL- -tree uUb observer 
IT who -i.ve a time between 2220 rod 2230 hours* 



.../ 4 
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24, ^ Observer 12 -cc> n -ccurste compa** oearinr of ‘;Le paint t*s r© 
the light first v esroc* besruig was 11 C .1 2*1 C vrti j ooiifirrpd 'Kv ■t'ira 

Invest! gating Officer. J 



Conclusion 

25. There wo insufficient evidence to _ cvide mp' ca -isf eatery 

explanation for these other types cf light sources. It is possible 
that they n^y :e associated uiih the first t;p e described, It ^y e vai 
be that thap were actually the sans light; cut tc the observers, they 
appeared different. 



n aams? Mo^iHraE 



26. There wore no aircraft ucverent s reported in the vicinity 

or duriru the times of the sightings of the lights. 



hShTIim JZj IjODIJltdE 



27* The attached meteorological report indicated that* despite some 

ground r aci rrtion fog around SALS, the aerial visibility over GIPP5LANH 
throughout the period of the sightings was very good- 

21 . Adi observers atated that the night was very clear and visibility 

of the sky wets excellent. 

29* ifrom the Air Aln^iac, it was detertiined that, throupliout t e 

area covered in the rep ort, moenrise on 27 Jun 67 occurred at the 
foi levin* times 

(a) OSIOSE - 2226 hours 

(b) SAL - 2232 hours 

(c) SA1I HBIC - 2238 hours 

30. The moon rose from the sash and -.ms ic„4 dnyu old at that tine. 




(a. Sr 

ih,ight Lieutenant 



UFD Investigating Officer 
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ROYAL AUSTRALIAN AIR FORCE 



TELEPHONE: 490SS& 



TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS 
" ’Al ROOM HAND. MELBOURNE ' 



IN REPtV QUOTE 



5^6Air(75) 



Secretary 
Departments^ Air 
Bus 9 ell^Off ices 
CANBERRA. 2600 ACT 




hAH 



UH-I BEATIFIED PLYING QR.rECT S 



HEADQUARTERS SUPPORT COMMAND 
AAAF 

VICTORIA BARRACKS 
MELBOURNE SCI VIC 




.!" * o,L er r ,ith re P° rta from Mr Ll.H. ATKINSON and Mr and 

Lrs ,^’ fj™*® concerning the sighting from MORWELL of an 
un-identified flying object. 

h t Tbis Headquarters has no further comments to add to 
the Investigator's report. 




/ 



Enel 



BROWN) 

Wing Commander 
For Air Officer Commanding 
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AMO^L GIU'IOP orSEaVSEi 11) T Hfl l:CR:.^.i,;, iUthlA 



This report denlo with an unidentified aerial object sighted 
in the MGKVIELL eros it 19 D 0 hours on 30 th June 19C7* Attached are 
statements wide ' : _% r.d s s. A- -OUT Ah and Jj?* a: ZJoOll 



2 - On 30th June the three observers ware standin, on the front 

porch of :*r. and Ijs, SOKTAR'B residence which is located on <he 
**■£.■» side of the city of *xamL (see attached map). At approximately 

19C0 hours Mrs. SC Ib*2 f S -and Mr* ATKIHoOl 1 1 3 attention was attracted 
by a noise, i/hich ims described by Mrs. 3D UTAH as siifiilar to the 
noise made by bursting toy balloon, and by Mr. ATICI 30'd, as the 
sanse as the noise produced when a bullet passes through a mct&l 
chest* Looking up, a stationary light was observed on a rough 
bearing of 18OT. The li ht, according o Mr. ATiaiJQH, changed from 
£ thin, ‘raver in.;;, vertical light to a circular shape and moved off 
in an easterly direction, omitting vertical puffs of smoke till 
it disappeared* The object was then roughly on a bearing of 135T 
from the point of observation*, hr. and tea* SOOTAR f S evidence^ 
tends to ooroborate Hr. AlKD3B03S f 5 statement. 



3 - % reference to the attached map, it o n be seen that, the 
ilAZEIA'GDL power station boars approximately 18OT from the observers' 
position, and, subtending the angular change of bearing of the 
object is a 1 or : a i n du stri al co mp 1 ex vM ch op er at a s c. ■ n •• . t % : en t y- four 
hour basis. The wind velocity on the night in uestion was 295 / 10 , 
this wind would tend to blow the smoke from the SEC area directly 

away from the observers and give the impression it was rising vertically. 
At the same time any burning mass originating jfrcE. the RAdEL ; 0 GD 
power station would appear to more roughly eastward with a sli< ht 
downward trajectory* 

4 - The engineer at ilAZEL ?0CD reported that no major circuit 

disturbances, which nay have riven rise to the noise or light described 
by the witness, was logged at the time of sighting# Bouev e?, only 

major disturbances and breakdowns are logged so ti is doss not preclude 
the possibility of the phenomena originating at ]IA2^3L/JDOJ. 

5 - Spotli It shooting is prevalent in the OH’ T OU* area, and a 
combination of low broken cloud and a strong spotlight directed at the 
cloud base, to other dik the industrial smoke from the SEC area 
could produce the effects described by the observers. 



Conclusion 

6 . Xneuf iolent evidence is available to draw a satisfactory 
conclusion but it is highly probable that this "aerial object" was 
caused by a co bination of disassociated, man-made, occurrences. 



(fifiGEJAfcB J* TASK) 
Plight lieutenant 

6 Jul 67 Investigating Officer 





REST.tl.CTED 



SPOUT OF AEKIAI. OBJECT OUSSRV ED 









Kame of Observer. ...... .v. Ag C 

Address of 

Occupation of Observer. . . . . . . . 




Date and Time of Observation (Time to be given ± n local time) 

)5}(?x; 30 Vy.fcJ f7 

Duration of ObGervation(s) I®. 

Observers Location at Time of Sighting (Give details of own 
fexf luJjki.i5 position by map reference 

. . . . . . ‘.WK h if possible, or by known 

_ W|^TE-l2fJ ^S>S>jkE . . gf _ , THfc. _ .Cify. . .<?3\ 



7. Weather Conditions at time(s) of observation( s ) 

. # t/>t _S";I0 < _ ^fii . i fid if 

8. Aids to Observation(s) . (Describe any equipment used in the 

^p>J n observation) 



9. Where was object first observed, eg, overhead, coming from 
behind a hill, over the horizon, etc. 

/JfAfAftfD . . M .t 1 . 1 ?. /ViC. Ar ^o“ J?.°T^ 

10. What first attracted observer's attention, eg light or noise. 



11. Did object appear as a light or as a definite object. 

kjt*r , \ m JJ . _ 

12. If there was more than one object, how many were there, and 
what was their formation. 

OtJe: 



13. 

14. 
13. 
16. 

17. 

18. 
IS/. 
2C. 
21 . 



An <. • _ ,J,rM 

What was the colour of the light or object. i 

What was its apparent shapeV^^ . . . 7 ?. 

Wo 

Was any detail of structure observable..../.. 

, /Vo 

<Va3 any method of propulsion obvious 

w .. , tJ& jficxi <53*J^-vr tO 

Was there any sound* . . . ! , * : M * 

Height, or angle of elevation ... 

Speed, or angular velocity. . . 

Was the object stationary?. . . 

What was the direction of flight with reference to lahimarV:.- 
or points of the compass*.. 





i ^ Djtfihirs. QzR. 

m. 



- 2 - 



22.0 Bid the obJ ® ct , ?® main on a straight path, deviate or 

• aa r?"!.? ““I.Sjeo^r Pat* ' 



23- 

24. 



25- 

26. 

27. 

28 . 

29- 



Was 



any trail of exhaust, vapour or light seen.y . , . . 



Where did object disappear, eg in mid-air, behinda hill, 
over the horizon* 

- 

Existencc of any physical evidence such as fragments, 
photographs, or other supporting evidence. 

(\l U — 

Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously. . .H.Q .... 

If so, give details of incident^) . . . c4/o. 

State any experience which enables observer to be reasonably 
certain about the answers given to and 1 (l. 

rJg.., ; 

Are you a member of any organisation interested in aerial 
phenomena? 

No 



30. 



Name and Address of organisation. 



!^/3. 



31 . Any additional informat io 

Airtv *JrilC,*4 O SrtAPS AS .7* -fOl/trO X~*\r. iTVtM, 

,4-jftt.rn. . . tccvm'ip . . ftr, . av A . <r. . . tp. 

fS'rur Stsrni cm PjFK o r s«o^ 



Signature of Observer. 



32- 



33. 



Location of any air traffic in the vicinity at the time of 
sighting. n/o (('woW/V -Tfiflfpu ^ _ tr* Tye > 

rt 

Location of any meteorological stations in the genetal area. 



_ . .8.0^ f? (hr 



\ 



34. Comments. /#T? . 7*¥. . Vft . . &#7?C , /h . .72*7. . . . 
OSSijfc //jA£> /> y A/MtT'tsp Z>^ r . 7^ . . . . 

< . . p.*:, F(K\ tf&y . , . . 

Signature of Interrogat o r>^ 

QUESTIONS 32, 33 and 34 to be answered by interrogator. 

Note ; Since it is normally impossible to estimate the height , 
and speed of a strange object t it will usually be better 
to endeavour to determine the angle of elevation of the 
object, the angle through whxch it moved, and time 
taken to do this. 



■ gu y ” 



■r 



r 

. 









1. 

2 . 

3- 

4- 

5- 
6 . 




REF OUT OF AERIAL OBJECT OB S SR V ED 

Name of Observer. . . . . 71 . , 

Address of Observer. . J7r7. . . ,$T. . . . ^>C * 

Occupation of Observer. . S. J . 

Date and Time of Observation (Time to be given in local time) 

# .*>0 , .'T^ 1^. A 7 I fi^o 

Duration of Observation^ s ) ri9. . 

Observers Location at Time of Sighting (Give details of own 
iL. 5 IU-&2,u.t? position by map reference 

> * * - * * * * • * * * If possible , or by known 

WtrsnsrM » * pe . .<pf. . THU. . 9‘ TV. . pf . . . 3 



7, We6ther Conditions at time(s) of observation( a ) - * 

f. l , r i‘f r. cu>j& f/i rt V‘. s . . w /y .Xfq// o 



8. 



9- 



10 



11 



12 



Aids to Observation(s) . (Describe any equipment used in the 
.jjj obsei-vation) 

1 l I 1 t I I I t 1 i t « t > ■ ■ l » I I t f t I < I t ^ 

0 i rJ M i & A 1 fi < 

Where was object first observed, eg, overhead, coining fro® 
behind a hill, over the horizon, etc. 

^>0 fttR 

What first attracted observer’s attention, eg light or noise. 

u&r 

Did object appear as a light or as a definite object* 



If there was more than one object, how many were there, and 
what was their formation* 

_ _ .cjroj^y 

What was the colour of the light or ob ject * - * * * 

What was its apparent shape * . . * ,C / * * 

Was any detail of structure observable I*/.. 

i ' 

Was any method of propulsion obvious* ....**• *C^P, . * * 

ij a 

Was there any sound* **,»«/**• * * * 

2 rt® 

Height , or angle of elevation j-?r. * 

Speed, or angular velocity. * l^VM 1^^"/. * ij.h X 

Was the object stationary? . « , . 

What was the direction of flight with reference to landmarks 
or points of the compass. . . 









* * * /7t * 



-2“ 



i * 



! 2 .' 



25- 



29. 



30. 



: Bid the object remain on a straight path, deviate or 



Was any trail of exhaust, vapour or light Been- . ° 

24. Where did Object disappear, eg in mid-air, behinda hi' 

over the horizon. UJ - X - L » 

. .cm n . . /rf /tV/h-A 1 ^ 



Existence of any physical evidence such as fragments 
photographs, or other supporting evidence. 



p4 



e 



26. Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously.....*^?.. 

27. If so, give details of incident (a) . . . 

28. State any experience which enables observer to be reasonably 

certain about the answers given to and 1 Cj. J 

hliL. 



Are you a member of any organisation interested in aerial 
phenomena? 

f'lo 



Name and Address of organ! sat ion. 



A/a 



3’ • Any additional information. . . >7 ^. \ . . . ‘ . , . 

^ . , , CouJM ml [ of s HO t< t* vJ /V^ Cfft S cT* VtiK> 

.fy.PflP.. IPPPIPPPY. . i. .Trt'A TO ATMMfitri£ fTAtv\ TthS 

sA^ia ppsV-ri’eVo* /k rttr '£>'&& r * V * * *y * * * 

Signature of Observe r /&-. . . , , 

32. location of any air traffic in the vicinity at the time of 

^ t. 1 ' ? 7 !‘f ! . . . . K'ifH 1 . . ’TffyfP, c . . tp. 77^' . (if*r! t r*~! L T 

/fArn ' Y 

33- Location of any meteorological stations in the geneVal area. 

PPPf. . & ** p. S/f^ \ 

34- Comments. . . .T?#. /pp.'f/PP. 711*7. PATP/IY ?. . . 

. . . 7H*P. . PP'l A Ve*i A*rti7hr£> #er& 

. . ff&lH . A??’-*" 1 *' ^ ol'tuzfZ 

Signature of Interrogato o^^fvT 1 ^ 

QUESTIONS 32 * 33 and 34 to be answered by interrogator, ^ 

Kot£; Since it is normally impossible to estimate the height , 
and speed of a strange object, it will usually be better 
to endeavour to determine, the angle of elevation of the 
objopti, th«* angle through whioh £t moved, and the time ; 

taken to do this. f 

■ * ... ‘ . w. . 3K' •- V vi;. 1 



IF QB< J v-lCT OBSrJRVJSP 







Soor/w?. 




2 . 

3 - 

4 . 

5 - 

6. 



7 . 



3. 



10 . 



It. 



Name of Obaorver 

Address of Observer. . !?.7 . . .^V^VfrrTf*. . .^T 
Occupation of Observer. . . . . .M*? ^ 

ft" t0 ie 

* r 7 

Duration of Observation(s ) 30_ ( ^ijcy 

Observers Location at Time of Sighting (Give details of own 

... A?'. 14 .*. . ^ position by map reference 

. ^ P OS3 ible, or by known 

Yiffiy&rt . .?.*?v5. . O f, THis, O ry tyi^gj arlra } 



V/eather Conditions at time(s) of observation^ ) 

f. y >. . . i 1 }. jhi J/y 

Aida to Observation( s ) . (Describe any equipment used in the 
|sl )L- observation) 




Where was object fxrsz observed, eg, overhead, coming from 
behind a hill, over the horizon, etc. 

. .%i r . . . A?'. Aflo.'te. 7k“. 

What first attracted observer's attention, eg light or noise. 

fJOlSc — LlX i£ /l ^ 

Did object appear as a light or as a definite object. 



12 . 



If there was more than one object, how many were there, and 
what was their formation. 

.O.H'r. , 

What was the colour of the light or object. ** Cl ... * 

What was its apparent shape * . , , 

Was any detail of structure observable , ( 

Was any method of propulsion obvious. .NP. . 

Was there any sound. 

Height , or angle of elevation. AP 

Speed, or angular velocity. Ci^ /&• . . 

Vi as the oh j e c t 3 1 a t i on&ry ? ^/ivTS , ."T J ft i 

What was the direction of flight with reference to landmarks 
or points of the compass... 






jf 



... /fi i 



-2- 



” " 3,r " ieht ‘«U*. or 

- *rw?«r. .T.^ ft-rwa . • 

23- Was any trail of exhaust, vapour or light seen. . Sftof.U ’ ’’ 

24. Where did object disappear e? -in n-s^ „■ 

over the horizon. * J 1 mid-air » b ehinda hill, 

, ( ' 4*/ M,& ft, ft 

25. existence of any physical evidence such a<* r„-, * 

photographs, or other supporting evidence! Smen ^ 3 ' 

r4o 

' 1 * * * * ' * * * * ( i i 

26. Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously. 

^ a ®> fiifc details of incident (s) |vl J(\ 

2c. State any experience which enahles observer to bo rPuannoM 
certain aoout the answers given to /§> and lO. --sonably 

fsllL- '' 

25 ’ phenoSena^ memter ° f ^^a'tion interested in aerial 

hlo.; 

30. Same and Address of organisation 

X'/^Sa.'TU.^ 

■ <<<.. A'X....rt ,, { r . A . r 

. . . fffTt, fat. ..fas* n*™ 

Signature of Observe r 

32 ' sightiS? ° f a f y air baffle in the vicinity at the time of 

. ; . .Nt , . s&wri . <// T7tH. 

* \ 

j 3. Location of any meteorological stations in the general area. 

Sftf-il \ 

34. Comments . . 77t¥. . . ?faiK ,en4 Tftu' 

A#???'* . . .7?f£ oas^Jfts. 

...... Tfaj. . .^Hv. .7° . 7?fV. . $&*■*&?¥. . ,97? y . i T^. /l^y? 4 ^ 

Signature of Interrogator 

QUESTIONS 32, 33 and 34 to be answered by interrogator. ' 

aad S iSSli 1 «+ l8 narr ‘ iaIi y impossible to estimate the height . 

!|f ®f ed of a strange ooject, it will usually be better 

obiect thp r ^°if e ^ rin±r ^ ansle of elevat ion of the 
Mk« tO do tJg? t “° UGft mlCk “ “«d, »■»> t>» 

1 ( | 






\ 



ty,%rx?fcr£*> 




"v^-SL 






»> ■ 



, dsAC-nblurv,. d { Lu frU-ad - llk-C «U 


tCihe ^Wa t-a^xi 


tW.u <5tiXue J&&. «. cXtUL • 


Jl 

fWl bi t Lax Ua Uju &tuiJd 


"a X ' ■ — 


drujK dLb, ' im*. c guaul s 
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% 




(_ 











PRINTED NAME 


R£NK AND APPOINTMENT 

Xa^v-c 


PHONE EXTN 




T^v A5f2£^* 




C,p,0 9TT7 






i? aerl-j: 

■. . : 'V — 

(Operational C ommand ASI 3/A/5) 

1 - BZPCZtg 5Y OBSERVE! 

1, Name of observer .■’•.viv. ir.vi-. .AGE. Ak . . 

2, Address of observer . r: . . ; v . / . 1 . L K it 

PHONE 273 

serration HU i:ut?GK JLLM 

3, Occupation of observer J¥$* §W~ 

4 f Date and time ol observation , . • ll'A .¥! - J . •; /W? ,W7 

5 * Duration of observation * . . * . . i 1 ?. { 5 3 J 1 } l S'? 3 . 

6. Observers location at time of sighting , P, J/V. : ;4Vv. ? : . : A . .... 

r?f lulrae .iigjbwaj' Intersection ^tovsrds^ jT f Or ; ^rj; _ 

7, Weather conditions at time of observation * . c .*fK *s . 1 . . Vi 



8* Describe any aide or equipment used in the observation .......... 

Seen with naked eye. 



9. -..'here ■/ . : object first observed? (eg, overhead, coming from be- 
hind a lull, over the horizon) , 

2C0 ft io iiir within 200 feet of rsfcdvmy 

10* What firs’ attracted observer's attention? (eg, light or noise). 

red flowing li^ht 



11. Did otyj net appear as a light or as a definite object?. . 

............... sod , lowing. object. ■ ■ * * 



12. If there was more than onz object:- 

(a) how many were there? . . . * W 6 - 

(b) in hat formation w^re they? . * 3I /A * 

13 . "Whet was th j col cur of the light or object? - . . . 

14. What was it a appar ,kMT$l . . * * * 

. no 

15. tf&s any detail of structure observaole? - 



*/2 



EESTHICTED 



\ 







16. Was any method of propulsion obvious? 

17. Was there any sound? v . \ e fi 

18 . rfhat was its height? (or angle of elevation) ....... 

19. What was its speed? (or angular velocity) . %5. 

20. Was the object stationary? .. iW. ...... *>c. . . .. St;;.-.,... 

side. 

21. What was the direction of flight with reference to landmarks or 
points of the compass? 

.......... # 9v, ifl jy.fi r* ... li-i . s-wi . , j 

22. Bid the object remain on a straight path, deviate, or manoeuvre 

at all? 

tujyK--;..left. then continued .on. straight jK-th . 

23- Was any trail of exhaust, vapour, or light seen? ...i 

. iij’f^isb. white ^ li,. i. in a. /.shape. 

24. Where did object disappear? (eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, 
over the horizon) 

war .the. :iU.ls 

25. Do you know of any physical evidence? (such as fragments, photo- 
graphs, or other supporting evidence) 

. - .cnl.; _ is ^wife' s .state -lent 

26. Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously? 

27. If so, give brief details of incident (s) .."4..... • 



28. State any experience waieh enables observer to be reasonably 
certain about the answers given to 18 and 19- 

. . ,.**». . . .^.d; . .?<K fJvSi ubjecA, wit. ids .o-r 

29. Are you " Member of any organization interested in aerial phen— 

omena? 

30. Dame and address of organisation 

J»/a 

31. Any additional information which rebates to the sighting. 

itatavents and police report ettac ■ 



RE STB IC TIP 



.../ 3 



RB5TBXC THD 



- 3 - 

r 2 - ::: : 



32* The toll owing milit a^; aircraft ^ere In the vicinity 01 " the 
reported UFO position at the time - - 

Aircraft type - * 

Head in, T . .T <p 

Height 000 ft ,000 ft*, ,000 ft 

Speed • * K K»t . p „K 

33. The following civil aircraft were in the vicinity of the reported 
UFO position at the time v/<. 



Aircraft type 

Heading * . . *T* 

Height ,000 ft. 

Speed* . . *K* . 



T 

p,000 ft 000 ft 

.***,£»***., K 



34. Calculations show that the following planets or major stars were 
in that portion of the sky at the time;*.-*,.. * 

■/* 



ll/a 



35 * A meteorological balloon was released from. , , , 

at. . * * 2 and could have been in the reported UFO 

position at the time. 

36. The State Observatory in the nearest capital city affirms that 
aerial phenomena in that portion of the sky at the time were 

(comet, meteorite shower, etc). 

37* Any other relevant remarks (eg about aatelites, rockets, 
research ballotms ) . * 



38. There is conclusive evidence that the object reported was, 



39* The object reported could have been. 



40** The cause or likely cause) of 

h 'fa 

St Tff/C£t 
.. . .. 1 Unit) 

(Bate) 



thi sighting cannot be determined* 

Tf /* c '"S 



& 4 f < r p Zkr /r/of s/«*y Sdr*-?-]* 
frq&wf firsts #S'' --- 

« ».T», >/ . S 



.... ' JfajBe ) 

(Sank) 



5E3THICTEI 1 



YASS 
20 th 



Police Station 
Iupe 1967 



Pilot Officer Kelly 
Falrbura R*A,A»F 
CANBERRA# 



SUBiXECT i — Request for Police to interview persona concerned in 
sighting of unidentified Flying Object at Burrenjuck 
on 1 7-6- 67# 



REFERENCE i- Telephone message received Yas© Station 19-6-67* 



— 0 G 0 — 



I have to report that the request for Police at Yaaa 
to interview Mr* ff# Cregan of Barren Jack and obtain information in 
relation to the sighting of an Unidentified Plying Object on the 
Burrenjuck Road at 12#4-Oam an 17*6,67, has now been carried out, and 
full statements have been made by Mr, William Arthur Theodore 
CREGAN and his wife Bsme Alice Veronica CREGAN, both residing at 
Burrenjuck Village# The statements obtained are here attached, 

I have now ascertained that the property on which the 
alleged sighting of the unidentified object took place 1 b owned by 
Ledgeworth Pty.Ltd* of Yaaa, and adjoins Bogalong Station and Dr* 
Pagan's property. No person on the Ledgeworth property witnessed 
the flying unidentified object, and there has been no previous 
reports of a similar sighting* 

On checking a Military map in relation to the course 
taken by the alleged unidentified object, it was last seen to be 
headed in the general direction of Murrumbateman over the back 
waters of Burrenjuck Dam, and not In a direction between Bowning 
and Yass as stated by Mr, Cregan, this direction given would have 
been too far to the north, it was a general easterly direction, 

X mad© a close survey of the grassed paddock on the 
Ledgeworth property where the unidentified object Was first seen and 
alleged to have omitted a blast of greyish light towards the ground, 
Nothing was seen to indicate that the object had been on the ground 
or had caused any scorching of the grass or earth with the blast* 

I am of the opinion thgt Jtha the two persons alleging 
the sighting of the unidentified flying object, have given a reliab 
statement of what they saw, they are both matured persons, and 
highly respected citizens of Burrenjuck, and their report in this 
instance would be a genuine one. There is no suggestion that either 
of the two persons were under the influence of liquor at the time, 
and it would appear that they did both see something unusual in the 
sky early that morning, which matter could possibly be connected 
with other reported sightings of unidentified flying objects over 
the Sydney area later that same morning# 

This file is here forwarded for your information and 
further attention as requested# 

{ A, B. Vale ) 

Sergeant l/o 




New South Wales Police 



R 190. 



STATEMENT in matter of: 



Place: bur * JUCfe ^ 0 €U i 

black Juui^e 

Date: SOtjU 



N&mei 






William i'Xtiiur Ineoaore 



Address: 
Occupation: 



(Surnijqt io CAintall) 

nurrenjuc& Village 

Carpenter v.itn V»ater Cons er vat ran STATES 

ana Irxig ...uou Couukission - bu* A ^njucn nam 

I an a mamea loan ageu bb ytaxs, a cuventtr iv oceu L atmn 

I'QjTmfeUj empiojea ay Uie *ater Conservation ajm Irrl^at^on 

louiiiiX.u j-vi* at nurrenjucn lan. I nave not worneu sWv reuruai - 



1 jbu, as result 01 bacni injuries . rsceiveu in Lua at 

Pot Cnot — ™estei.n Australia, aim 1 nave jj^en race Ivlin: nepatri at 

-ion benefits since 

At ai/out IU,a 0 aii: on baburday morning me l?tn, June ljb?i I mas 
driving my Holuen seqan car do, at tas tine accoiiiganied 

bx m wile, nsne Alice Cretan, »e naa bour ueen at tne Soiaie^ 
Cluu at lass, anu T xas returning no^e to nungnjuck. Alien tr^ve. i 
itife axo^i fe tne ^ui A fcn jack ixoauj towards ^uatnj.c^ Lam ana on 
arrival at ^iLiil^i 1 s or etl a me&surea aistanee of a/ j . n 1 1 
east 01 tiife nune nignyvay intersections ^ attention v.as 

drai&ii to an object in tne sky aoout a nan a omie a neaq oi tne 
car on tne ieit nana sine 01 tne road, m , y Kiie iir^t nr^ in- 
attention to tne object ttnicn uas tnen acont auQ up m t-no 

air over an open ^rasse^ f £uuqc^ a-.ix witnin at at kxi n; 

roaqftay, ine Object I saifr v,as a rea ^ioni,. b n»_ jfeet ;jir rnlmr u as 



an orange red f tne ^noie tiling seemed to ue a rea 



tnen I 



SaVi a ^ihst 01 fe reyis n walte iignt in a V sna^e come iro^ tnis 
Object towarus tne ^rouua, it vva^.. Q*n_y oi snprj aui&no.a ; l rn t .uu ^ .t. 
-ea to, ny ^lie tnat it iooxeu ii^e sk-> roo^is aiu, iiQ_jLt^..^ t. 



sky rockets ana its not a plane* I tnt^* 



c.t.r a nr. 



-out 



on to tne roany/ay, 1 tnen a closa nuSfem t.inn m — tna object * 

I sav* that the Object a lair siie n. tr.* it ina.^d to 

ue about six feet across. 1 sai> tnat tne sna v e bfts sin-. l>r tn fin 

old tyle u^er barrel vaiicn v«as ±.,in^ jts ai.-ie. I 

object was tnen moving towards ^uii^i.iuCK -.nd ^.rautLi ^it:n. tn£ 
road , it only ..a 1 ow i y > i 501 - . .rc n i ^to »<y o^r aim 

I O 1 1 n v;fr[ . r.n m j^r-t ^ 1 V. as tr a V fe ± ^ T. *\ i,n \ , t. ^ : ^ir , .tx >&S 

catcning up to txie onjectj I roiio.^i. it. t nr — i xasured 1 in;a a^ / iO 



nlles to a place bnere tnera is a rise Tu tne: yo .^ r am-i At 
tiuie X txas tnen o^d.y a*.out Auu , arus ai stance t ->i : t r ^ n. ^nt. I 
a^aii* stop^eq tne car,, to, observe t t.n^ . ^11 Miat — 



axx^area to be rea iiRuts ilicki,^ fci-L. brnu. n bi ie ob tf ectjit s e ^ea 



to Mfe tne One XiiCKin^ ali t .r tf . r>. ^ rn^ i )^lin £ 



y«as iiiUcn ^Ux Ck^Ji tna t tn^t us ^n ni l r rv , : t. I f^aiii . jot m* t 



Witness: _ 



oi my car o^ . to x- a a i j v. a > j a ru i p.s — L oi a w -b-fe**— joot i cou ia 

ai stinctly iiuar a cliciiiiifc uoise coiidMb iroui tne object. It has a 

Signature : 3 






St 64 tr V. C.N, lAtofiC t 



/ 



f 



P. 1 90A. 



Page No* : 



STATEMENT (continued) in matter of: 



N Mixiaft Artuur Ineoaore 



noise similar to an a£u^liliea noise 01 car u tinner ligxits it 

aii auqiu le loua n oise, iut n ot e^cessiveij loua, As 1 



stored u-y car I sav. tne adject a xx&Kt leit hauh turn, anc 

it heade d oil tovn.rds s ome ni iis in a direction feudally oettrec 
tiit tpv.iis oi no\ uiinb aim xass. ana o bject *as_sti jj_ n nli travel s 



at ,.a_.slfflsv ■■■Sr>fej=a.t it dia not appear to Rato or^ loose a i ry netoat j 
1 aiq .ii.pti.ee _as the ooje ct tra v elled away iron me it a^earea to 
naxa. a-M.oiUi.ci--ac.ti,ou.irom on e slue to tire ,,otncr^ it a 

slig ht movement rrom sicis to sine. l_coula near the norjasfe oi 

tne object ior a kqqq na li kale ai statue as it m oved away, i 



c_onttoueq to v&tcn th e object for a ^eiiod oi tea minut es iron toe 
last t ime 1 ha d stopped the car , line Object continued on at its 



si ovii sjjeea in the a irectxo n of P etocfcn roytoii^ ana lass. I tnexi 



k o t m ac n tot o toe c ar 1 n aa a c on v e r s ation with my_ v»iie a bout tne 
Ob ject am tn en I grove home, I wo tua. sayj tna t i nad tne peyect 



Un ger my observat ions ior a^ro^toateij 1 b_ iain ut as ± ron tne i irs t 



stunting o f it. 




I nave n e ver seen an Object in tne sn> l ine tui s o^e uei ore i 
it v» as sane loreton object. 1 wouia s a~y tnat x t v, as not 

that X tool* about f ana I have nad, jive years experie nce 
.in. me .hto.to fr f 



On tne n tont of ..slanting tne im toentii lea Object i ni u vi sjtoa tne 
boxalers Glut at lass, ana I aid not nav e a ny more than six mia ul t s 
the 10 hours that I wa s at tne. c.xub_j&nu^j.n toss. - i 




I a n unite con v inced tnat M iat X saw tnat ntont we 
realist i c, ana iftfes sUbbortea by m y v*i xe the -S amfi_QJXx eoi^ 

_and my wii'e is an abstainer iron liquo r. 

to tne Xirst instance I v*as not prepared t o re^^xt tn e sightin g 
oi tiiis objec t^ as x aid uot desire any pupl xci tv acout itn out 
on vlev.to fc tne tele vision n e ws i rom the nati onal Stations on — 
the lb-6 -b 7 it st atea tnat 
il i e a I lyina ob jects na n aean seen in . th £ .* Sydney area 
On t ne previous natnrasy m orning t a im I tnen a^eiued tne 



F, 190. 



m 

T y 



t 



^ New South Wales Police 

Place: 





.STATEMENT in matter 



Place: - — * fci.jnCiL eiW&Q. 



>Fa& H 



Date : Ju-.te xp a, 7 



Name:' rtlS 



>1 i “i Ct fcl Ou-LCct 



Address: 



^ixxa^e 



vQmes tic_uutifc5. 



STATES: — 



ijt'< j. v. e 

a >ass . ^^ %a n usLa .,^s car t» avc^xx., K iro^ to our 

at i-uiTfcujuca. Vi.xa.aKa. ^ nusoauu *&£, uriviu,. c^r, liau 



— 13 — tafi — ^U l ISu * J i • 0 t.0 »■ -^i\> s ^Ui^ch.iUejc. L. i, ,•] ~ tQ£ car 

caatfe — to — * 5 Ulgei:, X t.Q6l.i SElW £t Stl’etat. Ol E Qlv-c t,; . i ; .fj JLtAfc 

a arey colour, it ma^ uot uisti.-ct 1-LMit Bum it v.a& not f ot; . 

1 CQ^^.taa to fe' t^t It >.a^ a star iai.iii lt - „,- , 

1 oDe.e^ at it, it ..as in a ^auooca. on tae leit u^u slue oi tii6 
C^r it las . upt Vg-L-y j.ai' j,, t s x^c __Lnc i fc^cfc on tn& man, tub 
5tf^<?a v+ — . 4- ' * 1 /- , to l o j lf — uiSaLt tciea, aim r.; n-:i. r tit a 

ffeu^isa . colour fcQ . oval su a ^ ea ^xq* h. t^,fe sa.v r it ..;■ „ev t n. a 

t,i= sua^e ca a ciilxas ru^ei pool. _t ^ia uot s^l, t. ^ +. 

— - I ro... tiife E,rouiia, it couXu ^ le., iiu. . llI’ t.-^ 

fe&t. mj nusu Saiu tnfa^ fcot out ol tut: car to gave a mat at r.,,^ 
Qo .i ect, as S&lo ... t . Q t>“^ tUfr t it coui a he .a llvii-e s^unni, -r, t.i,<- r i . c. 

ticed tn-..t tue xogu v.aa Ion, j,, tuts Sa, ^ tr.e ^st it. n.^ 

- ? . b . pat . £ a i iUlj. aig yj t > — I I i lfeu ;* Qt ml . 1 . T . '-u ;. £ ij t.i.^ ni. jt-.ct. u i m 

ti.fc iiiooit as tj^te o^j ^tt v-as On tuc otiitj. siae o; tut-, oar tn r.r.P 
yositioi, Ol U,t: JiiOOt.. irou, ta& time 1 lirst sa* tne r E n ri in»i„ t 
o^^fect ti.b s..j i sc v. t aat it uaa reci liasm,^ ii fe ^ts j t 

tae j-3- fe uts v-^i'fe li i-fc c..r eI i.u.e. ■ ... ..tA . i„.s.. : ^ L r. i 

i^&Cr, it^to tiic g.&r, -*- e i 'o lj.o v ,ea ta& o^jfea t aln<- L mm inr 

■• ■* J — tY.Q ^ J. ^ 5 . w y i iu ..|y...liu Llifcu h E :.in xt.n 1 . J .«-., 

^at tcjioo^ ; t_t u ^ Q^cCtj L. t n a i- , S e .>-. . t i a-.t tafe O J < aC- 4 r 
Jr.Q ^ aiit. _ v.as neaaa a j ^^ g ni^ i . s . T i<iQ not be t out, 

— — tnfe car t I mu^l^ i^oir iie^r a^-y i.fli.-.tt ^ ..^ eU ; W 

lor a RGoa. te:. ir v>f-a £ti i ■ Li sx^ll t 

Ufc -Ltit to t La-L_ o.^tcl rr ^ i ¥ — 

S±Qnj.j j xt \,QQ ^I0f> fcti S£i --^ L. 1 4 m U fc 

gOL ^ clo^e as J-UU u^StLi^fc on tnt: XTHiGift nL:jt:Lr. 

Sto r ^.^U - Ul^g ScCff^v, ill ^l5Lt^,.»:fr- t.f ii- n, ^ t- t/t 

a^ouL as uj^ a ciiiia:-. ru,.^- ,. w,.i ^npi ; it. ^-■- — 

— 1L V i U >1 U fa ; \ , .I ith j J , , u T , ■ r.t- i — A >u- V^r-M - frV fe- l' et ifcii 

a SX^lx tJ: ..-r rjrF, 

I a LQltti a>,oLLj 1=1 . [- _■■■-. r f ii i E t ^ li I ff al,ln< SI 

— ^ ■ g ‘ ^ ^ '■' • > - t ~ ■" — »■ 1 1 -i. a ■» — ^ - -^ 11-^1 — - its — S T t 

_aia iiQJi feAi.sL 

— — — : 

^ ^*er-yy.&4^ a i W I/c Signature : 1- ^ rf ^ 

roxicfe fet^iion 

St v. C- N. EiUiiiL OairtfcmniT l p rtPU>f 
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■ t s T s I C T n A3 UFO SIGHTINGS PD UFO SIGHTINGS SEP Oft TED 
BETWEEN BA1HH3DALE AND SALE ON EVENINGS OF 8 AND 10 JUL S7 PD 
INITIAL iiEPCRT IS A) FLAT SHAPE WITH FLASHING LIGHTS B) 

e legation 20 degrees c) travelling from south to south west pd 
investigating offices appointed 




NNNN 





TELEPHONE; 690550 

TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS; 

■ ♦ A I ftCO MM A N D, MELBOURNE 

576 ^( 69 ) 



Secretary^/" 
Departm^ift of Air 
Russell Offices 
CANBERRA ACT 



HEADQUARTERS SUPPORT COMMAND 
RAAF 

VICTORIA BARRACKS 
MELBOURNE SCI VIC 



-7 JUL 1967 



PM-IBEBTIFIED FLYING OBJECT 

Aapi. 

Herewith is a report of an un-i&entified aerial 
object sighted by Mrs F*M. 0 1 LEAHY on 18 th June 1967 at 
EULIEBF Victoria. 





(L.B. BROWN) 

V/ing Commander 
For Air Officer Commanding 










. ; . 07 k".r.Zkl OBSDETCD 

Same of Observer r/>xkj- . . JYv.CV-^&iry. Age. .^9. .... 

Address of Observer. . . A . ^ o i.n $<?(?. . . 6ct'.v.<j . TJj ulj^g 

Occup vfcion of Ob -. -rver . . . MoPVi 2)v£i e A . . 't'. j j*ffr f ftt" 



4, Lute and Sine of Observation (2iiae to be given in local tiira) 

/& Jfk /. . . -. . <4r/A. 

5. Duration of Observntion(X) ftfiPAGX. . .4. 



6. Observers lection at " i:.ie of Sighting (Give details of own 

ft . _ , position by mao reference 

•Pg,M rtPffM -P«Cf P. if possible, or by known 

ii_i/ landmarks ) > 

£$. . tny. Jvs*e w. n . . m . .Stefch. . Jf&fcn * . y/A AgbJ.- 



.A. . S.(.'$rA 



7. 



Weather Conditions at tire^ of observr.tiontsf 



fjfpr. 



8. Aids to Observation! s) . 

N>)z 



(DsseMbe any e o uipme nt used in the 
observation) 



9. Where -was object first observed, eg overhead, coning from 
be.J.nd a hill, over trie horizon, etc. 

Ovct*. . bpyj?&™ 



10. "..at first attracted observer's attention, eg light or nois c , 

AjkK 

11. Did object appear as 2 light or as a definite object. 

Pjht 

12. If there via s more than one object, how many were there and 
what was their formation. 



13. /hat was the colour of the light or object. . .y.'v/fV 1 '- . . 

14. •That v/s3 its apparent sha ra - 

15. Was any detail of structure observable. 

16. Vfas iny method of propulsion obvious. Ai.O. . . 

1 7 - *7ao there any sound , hr*Q 

18. Height | or angle of elevEtion. . . A-f. . . . * ...... 

19. Speed, or angular velocity. .Tff* . . &WPf. &KS. && P 

20. ^3 the object stationary N* 

21. What was the direction of flight with reference to landmarks 
or points of the compass.,. 

...... Jigrth . . A a &t fyi . 



. ../ 2 . 



- 2 - 



SJJ&r?!!? auf 81 " ° E a 3trnlslrt *•«*• 



or 






• . Jt . ,ftw l/. .& . . & A . ftiWx. m*W <+.?' fox m _ & *U* fr 

- 57(33 an ^ " brr ‘ i - L 01 exhaust, vapour or light seen. . - .Yft* . 

24 * tha r horiLn! jeCt d±sappear > e S ®ia-air, behind a hill. 



over 



M,d 



at** 



25. Existence of any physical evidence such a a fragments 
photographs, or other supporting evidence, ! 



- ■ • ($£ ■ .**w. . . ?k$iKH e .4. iy. .fry. Tfengb.^. . 

26, Save you observed any unusual phenomena previously. . . . .Mo. . 

27. If 30, give details of ineiaent(s). 



28 . 



State ativ experience which enables observer to be reasonably 
certain about the answers given to i^aras 18 and 19* 



29- Art- you a member of an:' organisation interested in aerial 
phenomena? 

— M.% 



30. JIame and address of organisation. 



31* Any addi^iona information. 

A*u*S M. ud Mzsutdd*,, 

'Mil 

f' /Signature of Observer. . .'?T. . V ? 7 . . .L\ Q?££a> 



iC C 4^04 

m taSrsi^S&u^irii 



3 ‘ ; * ° f ar;y a;Lr tre “ flc in the vicinity at the time of 

sighting. r \ 

. /Vc? r t*^f v&wTy y$j- cf [Jc* 



o3. Location of any meteorological stations in the general area. 

. * , . _ At{L 

34 . Comments pu 

Signature of I nterr oga t or^ 

QJEaTIONS 32, 33 and 34 to be answered by interrogator. 




note... Since it is normally impossible to estimate the height 

and speed of b strange object, it will usually be better 
to endeavour to determine the angle of elevation of the 
©eject- the angle through which it moved and the time 
t ' »k jii to do this. 
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. „ , Ptr-RrWPP 1 

jt&MlTS* «a k>*/»t>2! 2 

0 . _zw . w®w? 

P JPRPYfcPZ 
FM HqAME 

TO J&AYwPP/BEPAIR 
..«RA?‘POP/HoOPCOM 
BT 

** 

RESTRICTED A1P4 REPORT OF UFO SIGHTING ID BETWEEN »W335Z AND 
*40.j&5Z A BRIGHT AND SHINING CIGAR SHAPED SILVERY OBJECT WAS SI'HTE 
BY HEADMASTER CMM SCIENCE MASTER CMM AND NUMEROUS STUDENTS OF $AlNT 
PAULS SCHOOL STRATHPINE ROAD BALD HILLS PtD PD OBJECT AT FIRST REMAINF" 
STATIONARY FOR sOME TIME CMM DRIFTED NNy FROM BALD HILLS CMM THEN 
ACCELERATE! TO VERY HIGH SPEED IN SAME DIRECTION PD NIL NET P LLOONs 
RELEASED IN AMBEPLEY BRISBANE AREA PRIOR TO WAKJ5««io2 Pp '-‘ILL PP' 
INTERVIEWS W ITH WITNESSES ^JUL AND REPORT 
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“ c ’ 4 > Of / \ 
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DRB09 3U&A0T4-VV OHAg^S 
.RB-RAYWPP 
DE.3AVS0P. ® 6 05 /£ 
j»3M?RffRRR 

R 0SJ127Z ZPO 
FM HQ9PC0M 
TO DEPAIR . 

Bf 

RESTRICTED All 2g/SOINTELL 

(A) INTELLIGENCE 

(B) U F 0 SIGHTING REPORT FROM AMBERLEY 

JKC) BETWEEN 0H0325Z AND JPRPETTZ ABRIGHT AND SHINING CIGAR SHAPED 
OBJECT WAS SIGHTED BY HEADMASTER CMM SCIENCE MASTER CMM AND 
NUMEROUS STUDENTS OF SAINT PAULS SCHOOL AT BALD Bias NEAR BRISBANE 
(D) OBJECT REMAINED STATIONARY FOR A TIME CMM DRIFTED NN T>I FROM 
BALD HlLLs CMM THEN ACCELERATED 0 VERY HIGH SPEED IN SAME DIR- 
ECT ION 
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ROYAL AUSTRALIAN AIR FORCE 



TELEPHONE: 6*0S50 



TELEGRAPHS ADDRESS 
'AIRCOMMAND, MELBOURNE 



HEADQUARTERS SUPPORT COMMAND 
RAAF 

VICTOR (A BARRACKS 
MELBOURNE SCt VfC 



in *mr Ouoti 5/6/Air(57> 



2 7 ju:: J967 



Secretary 
Department of Air 
Russell Offices 
JaHBSRSA ACT 



DAP ^ 



SIGHT IKG3 OF UNUSUAL ASRIAI OBJECTS 



1 , Herewith reports on UFO sightings submitted by the 

following people. 



J.D. 0* BRIER, 
J. ROSE, 
li.J. BOYD, 
ff. RIT50R, 
Mr POTTER, 



Yarrambat, VIC 
East Eew, VIC 
Thomastown, VIC 
Newnham, TAS 
Trevallyn, TAS. 



2. Comments by this Headquarters have been annotated at 

paragraph 34 of the reports. " Forwarded for information. 



Enel 






(1.3. BRO’tfN) 

<Ying Commander 
For Air Officer Commanding 







y 

^ I'^gCr.T OF AERIAL 03J~CT '33SZEVE] 

1 . r; aG e of Observer. . ‘fk . K?*/* . J?. f * ^ Ase . g 'J _ 

2 . Addres a of Observer. . A < J ? P. - ? 1; . . /.'*. 7\ 1^. ■? /Y , f flfl 

,3. Occupation of Observer. . A ? 

4. Bate and Time of Observation (!Pine to be given in local time) 

!fsf. A A? ?./?/.($£ 1 

5. Bor at is ii of Observation(s). .*?! . . f. . . . 



6. Observers Location at line of Sighting (Give details of own 
C>n Qf #&s/a£/tcji ~f« * a.q ^^^^^^..oaition by map reference 

n P f*f£ V * itM r/LtfT Tvvtfr^S m*aP if possible , or by mown 

CA^- landmarks) 



7. Weather Conditions at tiEe(a) of observation s) 

&j £ f>y j s _ Ax 

8. Ails to Cb- .rvction(s). (Bescribe gay -eidipment used in the 

observation) 






9. Where v/as object first observed, eg overhead, coming from 
behind a hill, over the horizon, etc. 

AAAA a . * f/T . A-f f p, 1 . A : o; . pyf . h F f-T/ . *?„ c . .*? <y. \\* ftfiy 

10. V-.-nt first attracted observer's attention, eg light or noise. 

/./ ^^7 

11- Bid object appear S3 a light or as a definite object. 

X/ <SV^ T 

12. If thc-ri. vv .3 lore than one object, how many were tlicre and 
what was their formation. 

psy£ m o , 

'.That was the colour of the light or object . sv/l tWA/#:? (.... 

V/hat was its apparent .X&£f-1H<7. .79, . 

Was my detail of structure observable. ,,.('(?? '. 

•as .ny method of propulsion obvious. Pi P. 

*Tas there any sound CfP. 

Height, or angle o; _ ft. 

re KiTimrlj Uj fi>bt,^r The vp£s£0 

Spaed, or angular veloeit 



, __ ■ : A;^*’ V<«/ 

ele, *°7* PXfi 



Tfaa the object stationary. 



Wo. 



V.irt waa the direction of flight it~ reference to landmarks 
or points cf the compass 

. .A.'? a t.'t . pyyy. h ?. x^y.y. . p xyxt-.Q. . ‘Xf y 



../ 2 . 



22 . 



23. 



24. 



25. 



26. 



27. 



the object remain on a straight oath, dovini- 
manoeuvre at all? * 




tevmf#. paap. p.% nm ?. . <*> 

w * n , 

Was any trail of exhaust , vapour or light seen ^ 



Existence of any physical evidence such as fragments 
photographs , or other supporting evidence. 

/ v 

Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously. . . //. /. 
II' so, give details of incident. (s 777* 



28. State any experience which enables observer to be reasonably 
certain about the answers given to paras 18 and 19 . 

P PSCA i ??'??. . ?/.. A /P.w/yy: as. £*?/». . AA( p.y.A. y.-. Pyjfi 

APPJt f . / . ?■ r- £ / r « # rf/y _ { * . A xf-'p *v o r - # /?*./&. * r~ /V? 

29- Are you a member of any organisation interested in aerial 
phenomena? 

/y o 

30. hame and address of organisation. . . . . "i . . 



31 • Any additional information/. AA. Cpti t A. .A. PA. . AACA f A?'A P&ftT- 

>///. I? A. . fA ?. A.’AAAP.AA. . ?? a _ _ P/AA'V: Pf.H ff 4 * SC 'Y f°* 
Zffp+vr.t. i PA AA?A. i4tA . &?' fPCPAP. P.A. AfA.r.AAP * ** 

S i«tel»r. « Observe r. ■ . 

32. Location of any air traffic in the vicinity at the time of 



sighting 



(Aq <SoA-vtks-£-' ■ 



vocation of any meteorological st -.tions in the general area. 

a 






34. Comments . , , 

AYAAAAApp. . p ^ t A*, fd^y 3 

Signature of Interrogator 

QUESTIONS 32, 33 and 34 to be answered by interrogator- 

note-,, Since it is normally impossible to estimate the height 

and speed of a strange object, it will usually be better 
to endeavour to determine the angle of elevation of the 
object the angle through which it moved and the time 
taken to do this* 

/V /L £> /ft/pp $f : $0*M MMf y/?M4rt$#r /) 

O . Oj fct~ T*h£ /^T&st ^ ** - -i-— 






•r 7 



1. 

2 . 

3- 



DJ5T0RT OP ADSIAL QBJ1CT OBSERVED 
Name of Observer. iMUW. Mt . . . U«f wet. x’jk, tSAge. , . , 

Address of Observer. . . .$5 . . M M 6.Q . . . &T„ , . Kf.W . \lxio£tA 
Occupation of Observer. . . ■ - - '.'dUdCr. .... .C Vi , W CL lJC'J-J . , .Clc. . 

4. Date and 2iae of Observation (2ime to be given in local time) 

. . . 2Z. eus . A I . . . t : J k 7. k . f/W. . . ta . . . tfy 

5 . Duration of Observati on( s ) X PA . . H 10 > A J t ji 

6. Observers location at Time of Sighting (Give details of own 

7 . W eat her Conditions at t ime { s ) of observation( s) K^c t : /l 

. HnQfft . AW. . . .XAa.x . . ?£pyp .. . . .(vaj i. 

8. Aids to Observations) . (Describe any equipment used in the 

* •%($&; : Tt> - • • A'&rw. . Mw& \*vm. .jb.nL 

. !/:’. :-.V. /> Ha C'ffc . SK&Jfh. . . a YteCPAXw 



A S o -■ c *- T *v 5 Crc/ATQ c u~r o A £'6h 7 



9. 



/AHq OucuO 

"here was object first observed, eg overhead, coming from 
behind a hill, over the horizon, etc* 

.QyAY. 

10. What first attracted observer’s attention, eg light or noise. 

.... J.m . &kH7. . Aeemz&z . . $& . . r^x-. . . &m. . ?x 

S l»C /) f iVn^JV c a/ Sjt'tVTf-/ 

11. Did object appear as a light or as a definite object. 

Stfl wm* . . AW. . ...MKZ...A.. $!&.£. 



12 . 



If there was more than one object, how many were there and 
what was their formation. 



C-.AfX r/v A 



13. 

14. 
15- 
16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20 , 
21 . 



1- 

’«hat was the colour of the light or object W.Hl7£ 

‘■7hat was its apparent shape XJi-Ai-.. 

Was any detail of structure observable fSA.i.. 

•fas any method of propulsion obvious AA 

Was there any sound i\ P. 

Height, or angle of elevation i\ ( . . 7^. . 1 FA TJi A i-. 

Speed , or angular velocity. . . .It 5? .. . J /Y . . . I i t-PJX-i 

Was the object stationary /iv.Q 



What was the direction of flight with reference to landmarks 
or points of the compass... 

/Y.£_ 



. . ,/ 2 . 



- 2 - 



22. Did the object remain on a straight path, deviate or 
manoeuvre at all? 

K M . /i.XV . . $£. . A . .to . . .4 pji.c; . S)UT( f 

23- was any trail of exhaust, vapour or light seen A/o ... , 

24- 

the horizon* 

t : S . . HA&tZVU . A iyp. . JMtv , . . ,Q m t .o... , 



25 



26 

27 

28 



29 



30 



31 



32 



33 



34 



Existence of any physical evidence such as fragments, 
photographs, or other supporting evidence. 

No. 



Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously. ... i)lo. i, . 
If so, give details of incident (s) ... . hlo. 



State any experience which enables observer to be reasonably 
certain about the answers given to paras 18 and 19 . 

..7$. . .&&9P.GPMQ rW f FAT . .££* ty/VW . . . 

Q Wp. — p.q F.z&x em . . . . TJP.e/s wm 



Are you a member of any organisation interested in aerial 
phenomena? 

Ma 

Name and address of organisation- - - • 



Any additional information Hq.-. . '&*(£S2T . . W 

Sfcjt . . . M97 um .... A14T& £,. 

Signature of Oba erv e r -j-r-^-l/ 



Location of any air traffic in the vicinity at the time of 
sighting. 



Location of any meteorological stations in the general area. 

...kvk 

Comments . ? €Us%jc /5t *zTsE>*s & 

* 4/ ' y “ * */ */ * # * * * » 1 I* ij . . . (/ * * * * » . . wi i * * . . *^« * . i * .' 

vr/t • f: i 

Signature of Interrogat or^^*^ - 
QUESTIONS 32, 33 and 34 to he answered by interrogator. 



/^7 



note-. -Since it is normally impossible to estimate the height 

and speed of a strange object , it will usually be better 
to endeavour to determine the angle of elevation of the 
object the angle through which it moved and the time 
taken to do this* 

t? T. 0 . 
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n 

2* 

3> 

4. 

5 . 

6 . 



Ifane of Observer . V4F*4Wr * . * 

Address of Observer, * . |Q. Poplar. Street f * fboiaaetowri*. 

Occupation of Observer, , . * ®, , 



•Age, . .» t 



Date md fine of * bservation (Time to be given in local time) 

.... tflUvl. T. 9WWH. ??PP/?^PP. I*™*, 



Duration of Observation(s) . , . Appxvx*. J. hpiuv 



Observers Location at Time of Sighting (Give details of own position by map 

fit ftpove .address, reference if possible, or by known 

* landmarks ) 



7, Weather Conditions at time (a) of observation^ ), 

Clear sky - nil cloud* 



6a 



Aids to Observation(s) , (Describe any equipment used in the observation) 

. . ♦ , JbUcwul«V 23 U . , 



3 . 

10a 

11 . 

12 . 

13 , 

14. 

15 , 

16. 
17, 
16. 
1 ?. 
20 , 



•/here was object first observed, e.g, overhead, coning from behind a hill 
over the horizon, etc. 



• Ja* M .thQ Jito: M ,tj*W ^orth-west^ 



^That first attracted observer’s attention, e,g. light or noise, 

Starlike flashing. 

Did object appear as a light or as a definite object, 

Definite object like star, 

there was more than one object, how i&any were there and what was their 
formation. 



4 , 

V/hat was the colour of the li^it or object Wre.ftW. 

•Vhat was its apparent shape,, 

Was any detail of structure observable 

Was any met *od of propulsion obvious, ,??, 

•/as there any sound, . + 

Height, or angle of elevation. . . . TPjy, W-£t* 

Speed or angular velocity, . , J pvin^ flpwly^ ??, Gouth-east ^ 



Was the object stationary. 



No 



- 2 - 



What was the direction of flight with reference to landmarks or points 
*f the oomp&sg , , , 

Trou north-woe t to soutli-oaat, 

22. Bid t he object remain on a straight path, deviate or manoeuvre at all? 

i*:ovftd slowly In straight line, 

| I M I I M I I l « ■ » • I I i • M t M t M I < M • , , 

2 J , Was an;/ trail *£ exhaust , vapour or light seen. , . Jf? , . 

2^ Where did object disappear, e.g, mid-air, behind a hill, over the horizon. 

Mid-sir 

25 . Existence of any physical evidence such a a fragments, photographs, or other 
supporting evidence, 

_ nil ## 

Nil 

26 . Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously, 

27. If so, give details of incident (s) 

28 . State any experience which enables observer to be reasonably certain about 
the answers given to paras, IS and 19 . 

Nil 

29. Are y^u a member of any organisation interested in aerial phenomena? 

Mo 

30 . Name and address of organisation 

31 . Any additional information P 

Telephoned, 

Signature of Observer 

32 . Location nf any air traffic in the vicinity at the time of sighting 

\JtU 

33 * Location *f any meteorological stations in the general area. 

v , . 

34 * Comments 

. - . * . * * 

A,RJl6otfw£ri* 

Signature of Interrogator ■■*■•*«* 

QUESTIONS 32,33 and 34 to be answered by interrogator. ^ r ^ 

Note: Since it Is normally impossible to estimate the height and speed 

of a strange object, it will usually be better to endeavour tt 
determine the angle of elevation of the object, the angle through 
which it moved and the time taken to do this. 



HSTOKT OF AERIAL OJ3J.V3CT OUSUiT/^D 



1 . Nairn? of Observer. .... .H 3 ?!* , Age, , t m ; mtW9 

2 . Address of Observer. . * . . . /. 1 " ] 1 ] ! 1 ! 

3. Occupation of Observer. ,*!?K ,4*}?44?t , , , , 

4 . Date uid Time of Observation (Time to be given in local time} 

.... MWFh<$1W ,?®» , J *W* T^T* 

5 . Duration of Qbservation(s) , . . 1 , 

6. Observers Location at Time of Sighting 1 (Give details of own position by map 

reference if possible, or by known 
* * a ' * * * * * landmarks ) 

Observed through window of house — naked eye# 

7. Weather Conditions at time(s) of observation(s) . * 

stars visible. 

8. Aids to Observations) , (Describe any equipment used in the observation) 



VJhere was object first observed, e.g. overhead, coming from behind a hill, 
over the horizon, etc, 

3. Kp. fXP¥K JflpX above t» s ( top f level - appeared^ to be^ over Prospect, 

10. tfh&t first attracted observer's attention, e.g, li^n or noise. 

Jujit happened* to see * 

11. Did object appear as a light or as a definite object. 

Appeared as light at least 12” in diameter* 



12. If there was more than one object, how many were there and what was their 
formation. 

One ll$xt only. 



13. 


What was the colour of the light nr object. ..... 


Rod 


14. 


'■fhat was its apparent share, , „ 


large car tail light# 


15. 


Was any detail of structure observable, , . tt , , 




16. 


77as any mot iOd of propulsion obvious, • 




17. 


w* 

^as there anv sound. .......... .... 




18. 


Heiaht. ,r «i»li ,f *»* above _tM top level. 


19. 


Speed or angular velocity, , flfl , llll( 




20. 


Was the object stationary, , * . , , 





« . . / 2 , 



Wha t was the direction of flight with reference to landast^cs or points 
*f the compass. . . 

Stationary 

. * . * 4 • M f * M • I * * * I n t t I . . . . . * • * # * » # • i • * * t * « ■ * * ‘ * * * t n • I « * * H . , t , * , , t . , , , 

22. Did the object certain on a stxai^it path* deviate or manoeuvre at all? 

Statimaiy ^ 

23 . lYas any trail ef exhaust, vapour or light 3een. ??. , , . , 

24. '.There did object disappear , e.g, mid-air, behind a hill p over the horizon. 

jOdeapi eared then reappeared in sane position but smaller in diameter# 



25 , Existence of any physical evidence such as fragments, photographs, or other 
supporting evidence. 

no 

26, Have you observed any unusual phenomena previously 

27 , If so, give details of incident (sj 



28. State any experience which enables observer to be reasonably certain about 
the answers given to paras. 18 and 19. 



29 . Ire you a member of any organisation interested in aerial phenomena? 



30 . Name and address of organisation. 



31. Any additional information 



Signature of Observer. - 

32. Location rtf any air traffic in the vicinity at the time of sighting 

2 Yieoount departed Launceston runway 32 for Hobart, at Q61016 and 

061024 respectively. (TO-TOC and VH-JWS}). 

33. Location *f any meteorological stations in the general area, 

Launceston Airport - Ho : et.Bolloono rslMSSd durtnq ^period#^ 

34- Comments 



Signature of Interrogator, , 4 *d*d^6/5/Sf * * * 
QUESTIONS 32,33 and 34 to be answered by interrogator, 

ii£te: Since it la normally impossible to estimate the height and speed 

of a strange object, it will usually be better to -ndeavour tc 
determine the angle of elevation of the object, the angle through 
which it moved and the time taken to do this. 




_ > 
> 'f'l }f- 



1. 


REPORT OM AERIAL ABJECT OBSERVED. 

„ „ . POTTER 

Npmo *f Observer 


2. 


c/o H.E.C . Power Station, Trevallyn. 
Address ef Observor * v™* 


3. 


/ fsfS) 

% 


4 pi 


Data and Tine *f ObsarvatiMi (Tine given in 24 hear clock zonal tine) 
05211? E.S.T. /HA y 7 


5. 


Period of Observation (s) A. t .9.3.. I 94Pi 1 . t .?§ t 


6. 


Marnier ef Observation* (Give details of *um position by map reference If 
possible, or by known landmarks, and describe any equipment used In the 

observation) . MOVER AY DRIVE-IN - naked eye 


7. 


Where was object first observed, e*g. overhead, coning from behind a hi!'. . 
over the horizon, etc. 

Over Horizon 


6. 


What first attracted Observer's attention e.g. light sr noise. 

Light 


9. 


Did object appear as a light r,r as a definite object. 

Light 1 


10. 


If there was more than one object, how many were there, and what was thru - 
formation. 

one only 


11. 


Wtet was the colour ®f the light er object . * .VI •*.»..,*» * . * * * 


12. 


What was Its apparent shape 


13. 


Was any detail of structure observable .... I*P. ..*»*. 


14. 


V 


15. 


Was there any sound **»##*«••*... •>e***P< 


16. 


Height, or angle of elevation «.i3P* 


17. 


Speed, or angular velocity .. I^. c . 9 . .°f. A. 7.2?. ....... - 


IS. 


State any experience which enables observer to be reasonably certain about, 
the answers given tn 16 and 17. 








1 

Since it is normally impose ifcle to estimate the height and speed of a 
strange object, it will usually be better to endeavour to determine the 
angle of elevation of the object, the angle through which it moved, and t . 
time taken to do so. H 



2. 






Report on Aerial Object Observed ( Cnntd ) • 

19, Direction of flight with reference to landmarks or poir.ta^f the coapase. 

Aporoached from JUV* - described an arc to S.E* 

* 

* i 

?0, Did the object regain on a straight path, deviate #r nan oeuvre at all* 
Straight path 

21, Was any trail of exhaust, vapour er light seen *£S^M*9f. .SWfcA.i 

22 ^ Where did abject disappear, e*g. in mid-air, behind a hill* *ver the 

horizon* 

Behind cloud in far' S .E. ( ^ corner t of m sky m ^ 

2% Existence of any physical evidence such as fragments, photographs, or other 
supporting evidence* 

Ho^ - ^excBpt family all observed # same . ^ 

24 * Weather conditions experienced at tine (s) op observation (e). 

Fine and clear 

25. Location of any air traffic ir the vicinity at the tine of flighting* 

, , t 

26. Location of any meteorological stations in the general area. 

27 . Any additional informktian •**.«»** 

* 1 * ’ - '! VI ■ • 

• «*•*•**■**«* *4 14 *****•■• #*•*•*• I * • t * * • • 4 ****** •** «»**■*** ****** **••***•##* 

■ 1 * . . 

Questions 25, 26 and 27 to be answered by interrogator* 

\ \ 

% 

P. Le Grando A/F.3.0. I ’» 

T.O.R. 061625 E.5.T. 

Ofcsy2-£. 



»aii£t Y~ g ^ 8MCftgg8 ? T 

uT 1 f iftV H PP 

m .sajeftst- ML-a&zaja$z 



® A r, rr 



^ V ~ T* 



'«? 



4ui ■** 29 - * 2| 

ft. 

aj 






7-5 



^7 



p 2Si).jaaz 

FM tiOESL 

TO t>,-.vy7 HOPtpfcfiK.»" 

*M W P p*liEPa XR 

f E : i F i C I £ *J A SR UFOS Pu UFO SIGHTING SW Of SALE AT APPRO” 

272350K HAS bEEN FEPORTEu PU INITIAL REPORT IS STRANGE LIGHT OR 
bUR^INC OtiJEc; » r Oi HORIZON Pu INVESTIGATING OFFICER APPOINTED 

ST" 




&*> 



J 



i ■ V 

L Wid i 4 VV scwr? 

». — •* 2 
2 Ut- JSftsW^ 

p js^ass® 

FH Hf.FEl. 



/A 

? 



TO SAW*PP/L£PAip 
R; MOP/iioOPCQH 



■ ■ r ari fcruii***^ mm% * ' 

m¥im«n «**»**£**#* 

,r4±*. ->*K.p^mkij0 -*-r- - ‘ "O' 




8 ■ 
o • 

Cl 



usincfn M.58 ATTEST lOii LAFI Pi UFO REPOPTEi. 
ST^liTIHC £t MR WA C-RECAN IlUPRlWJLCr RAM Ci'iM fMONt 260: .<* 
i3-- Pi TTHi rtfORTEi it»S<*5Z Ft tlfeil sli-HTED !•- . UM2 JW4 



PE P-’STTJO;. j KILLS FROt- aUfflfttoJUjj|k BA.' EK ROUTT TO YASS 

SI OKI EE As BRIGHT SPHERICAL REB GLOtf il FURTHER 

REPORT FROM IUTBRUl EV’TKi- OFFICER GHl-l VAsS POLICE PD »£POCT FOLL- 

OktNc as sOOU As POssraLE — 



/ 



COPT 



H 



3)/|P' 






Pft pi 





SIGN 




PRINTED NAME 



RANK AND APPOINTMENT 



^ cM ^ -3 ^ ^ 



PHONE EX IN 



c,d.o. «77T 



1 , 

2 . 

3- 

4. 

5- 

6 . 



6 . 



tew PiLftfn^vr 

R5S25ICTEE ' ' 

IirTsLLIOS'C^ - SZFr>~ A3 :IaI. /* 

Clh r _£I _IBZRVZ} 

(Operational Co riband AS I 3/A/5) 

^ 03S3vaa_ 

ITsee of observer* . . *0A& hk Df. C . . m-i . 

. .9/. . . ^VfV. J?y. 



Occupation of observer, . . , , . 

Date and time of observation. ( ? ft { *, J , 

Duration of observation. »>. * + ¥^1*^1 * . * 7- ■ , i V'TTT * 

Observers location *t time of sighting - , . , - •*$*»?*• . 



Address of observer. 






leather conditions j.t time of observation ,'CA'W$z \ . sp t \:*d \£ t 

<MJD u 6^ ^ 

Describe ar<y aids or equipment used in the observation. . *. *y?h . r£^Sc$ + 



5- 



Where was object first observed? (eg* overhead ? coming from behind 
a Mil, over the horizon - 



10 . 



11 .* 



flh&t first attracted observer's attention? {eg, light or noise)- 



t j n # /- v , b \ , m # Jh . # # * f*r. . . 3 

Did object appear as a ligir; or as a definite object?. • . . ^-.b /;(« . . ?r7? 

. .^7\ * ... 



12. 



15* 

14. 

15* 



If there was more that one object 

(a) how many were there?.- S&r'r. . f. yj:^. h 

(b) in what formation were the^?. ....... ....... r t 

What wue the colour of th Light or object?*..”?*., A* 

Wha t was its apparent shape?. 

Was any detail of structure observable?..*.. 






EiSTBXflfEED 



»-•• */2 



rj:5iracTsii 



- 2 - 

Was any method of propulsion obvious?. . J^S . j^T. . \ . . 

Was there any sound, . . „c4. ^ 

What was its height? ( or angle of elevation)...^.'. r 

'.Tb&t was it 3 speed? {or angular velocity). 

Was the object stationary? . , , * , * , * , , M ; f i#t t 

iJhat was the direction of flight with reference to landmarks or points 
of the compass? 



-k, 



Did the object remain on , straight path, deviate , or manoeuvre at all* 



Was any trail of exhaust 3 vapour, or light seen? .**,;**...* 



Whore did object disappear? (eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, over the 
horizon) 



/ju-,4^0^ a'jjf /jU- 



>• yoa zoo* of 2J0? physical evidence? (such as fragments, photographs, 
or other supporting evidence) 

Have you observed any unusual phenomena previou sly ?.,, ..... 
If so , give brief details of incident (s) - - //* ” - * * . .T, . .... 

'Z y . A\m, ict i 






State .ny experience which enables observer to be reasonably certain 
about the answers given to 18 and 19 * u Q 

Are you a cnomber of any organization Interest od in aerial phenomena? 

/Vo 



Warns "-nd address of organisation. *,*.*♦ « 



Any 'dditionr-l information which relates to the sighting. 



KES^fiXCTKD 



./j 



32 * 



33* 



34* 




RBaTRxrtTHm 
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PAHT 1 2 - UNIT EVAL'jATTOL- 

-foil owing military aircraft w^r* * * ■ . ^ 

TJFO position at the timet- ^ 'mmity of the reported 

Aircraft typo. . * * 

Heading * T 

Height 

Speed. . . i .*fT. . .K 

The following civil aircraft .vorc in the vicinity of the 
position at the time;- J OI tn ° 

Aircraft type ,? Wt :. . . . , . 

Heading. -T. . . ,j*r : . . . .. .T 

He3 ’ eht .jOpe^f t ,000 ft 000ft 

S P eed ‘ • -K 

Calculations show that the following pi mots or major stars were in that 
portion of the sky at the time-*... 



reported UFO 



35- 



36. 



37. 



A meteorological balloon was released , 

*<777.2 and could have boon in the reported UFO 



at 



position it the time. 



The Stvfco Observatory in the nearest capital city affirms that aerial 
phenomena in that portion of the sky at the time were 

f4 ( comet , 

Any other relevant remarks (eg abj^p^ sat elites* rockets, 
research balloons) * . , . 



meteorite shower, etc). 



*“**■... >■ . * . i 



38. 



39- 



There i3 cone- 



w ^ e m # 



****** <*■■** X rn i m rn 4 4 il « a 



I I i i ■ i * i r i -iff 



that the object reported. 



! y - ---PH HI — ||pi 

1/JFq tftfi 

The object reported could have 



lae cause (o r likely cause) of the sighting cannot be determined. 

(Unit) ... 1 . .c; .&*?*.<** (Vane) 

^*7. ..M ... - AzC. ...(Rank) 



E^TKICTSD 











PRINTED NAME 



■ 0] /jhia+ 



RANK AND APPOINTMENT PHONE EXTN 

C SLff I 



C*e.O. #177 




UZIimilPIED TLYUIO OBJECT SIGHTina 



At 0229 heure on Thuroday Kay 25th 1967, Australian Central Time r 
an Unidentified Plying Object (U.P.O. ) waa sighted In the Southern 
Sky. 

The object i which appears In the dlagramatio sketch above, was 
moving at great speed from the Berth-fast to the South-East and ht 
the low elevation estimated to be about 25 degrees* 

The object was first sighted inside, from a hall-way passage, 
through opened, glass louvered windows and then observed from an 
opened kitchen door-way, which discounts any possibility of it being 
a reflection* 

It was well established when first eeen and the whole sighting 
wae approximately 40 seconds* 

Although this Is my first eight ing of such an object, It dldnt 
follow the general pattern of varied flight movement, but rather a 
dead level path across the horizon, slowly breaking up and diaint ergrating 
which to me favours the idea that it may have been a rocket casing or 
sene other man-made hardware. 

The low trajectory ACROSS and PABAXESL to the horizon seems too 
great an ang&Lfor the entry of a meteorite. 

The length of the objeot Just omit be comprehended, but appeared 
very large. 

It finally die integrate i, into one small, red object and then disapp- 
eared. 

A full soon was directly overhead, very high, but giving good surface 
visibility and 1/8 Clrrostratus was the observed cloud conditions to this 
bpeotacular sight* 

Allan Food (MET. OBSEEVSB; 

Meteorological Office 
Daly Waters 
northern Territory 
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U®} SCANNING THIS ITEM AT A HIGHER RESOLUTION WILL NOT IMPROVE ITS LEGIBILTY. 
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ROYAL AUSTRALIAN AIR FORCE 



TELEPHONE; *90550 



TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS: 
"AIRCOMMAND, MELBOURNE' 



HEADQUARTERS SUPPORT COMMAND 
RAAF 

VICTORIA BARRACKS 
MELBOURNE SCI VIC 



IN AEFLT QUOTl 



5/6/Air(53) 



It 6 \%l 




Secretary 



&Afi 



UN-IDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 



1 



Enclosed herewith are three reports concerning the 



sighting of an un-identified flying object by three 15-years old 
youths, and the report by the interrogating officer. Plight 
lieutenant A. 5. GEEIG, previously a GD Navigator. 

2, Subsequent enquiries by No 2 Stores Depot confirm 

that there were no aircraft in the vicinity at the time. However, 
the Meteorological Bureau report having dispatched a weather ball- 
oon at 0810 hours on the day of the sighting and, because of the 
prevailing weather conditions, would probably have been in the 
area of the UFO sightings. 

3. It is, therefore, assessed that this sighting was a 
meteorological balloon. 





(L.B. BROWN) 
Wing Commander 



Enel 



For Air Officer Commanding 



' 9 . 




iS 




1* 

2. 

3* 

4. 



REPORT OP AERIAL OBJECT OBSSaVSD 

Nan a of Observer. . . A\*H K T. Age . * . S , 

Address of Observer*.. . e^X, . . ^1^49.9 A Pi . , 

€ ccupati on © f Obsirw* C-frt© 

Date and Time of Observation (Time to be given In local time) 

4“J ..... KWL , . ?Cl eOl £H Jt^h ........ 



5. 

6 . 



Duration of Observation s) , 



, n . rcv.^KTJ^?. 



Observers Location at Time of Sighting (Give details of own position 
/- f) o ^ i e ^ referenoe if possible, 

. . i W. v X or by kno wn landmarks) 



i'rK^. . h':J.VFM. SjC.t: . ELfi&tE. , &p„ . . 



^ther Conditions at time( s) of observation a) .... - A A*iC. 



iSds to bbservatlon{e) • (Describe any equipient used in the observation) 

FJ Nil. pao-reAc-TO^ 

• t • * 44^* t I • ■ ..... * .... * .... ..... . ... . * . « . . ... . « .. m « ■ *■ a...*.*...*...*. 



flEC* 



rHY 



ras object first observed, eg, overhead, coming from behind a Mil, 
over the ho M son, etc. 

to,* . t . . . . . Aff/tt*. . T***?.*??.-. 3.i$r. . . 

n> Sisjou-r 3. <m-s - oAccvi-<vreD fe, iHiu. Awn-es . 

10. ^hat first attracted observer's attention, eg, light or noiue. 

. .P£..fi>.M£Sf ... 



ii. 



13. 

14. 

15. 
16- 
17. 

16. 

19. 

2D. 

21 . 



lid object appear as & light or as a definite object. 

A?, f WKnYfi 



12* If there ms more than one object, how many were there, and what was 

their formation. 

m4k% + m ^ .PfiVY. 



Ul 1 1“^ II cl tJUT 

hat was the colour of the light or object. 

s supped ^ a fcyr + X.fftC* .VC 

■ 

ras any detail of structure * * * * &£"• 

,jjk — TCi_l- 



"oat was its apparent shape. 



Was any method of propulsion obvious-....***** 

Sas there any «mnd 

Height, or angle of elevation WftTftl.-. 

Speed, or angular velocity .VfvV3. . • WW* «S • f’ff&tVt Jsl 
Was the object stationary? - , . R<?. . 



•‘hat was the direction of flight with reference to landmaifca or points 
of the compass 

.ip. . ft*. Mu& u . .yc<2^w ,... 



22 - 



23. 

24. 



2t>. 

27. 

20* 



aid the object remain on a straight path, deviate or manoeuvre at all? 

'bQ.of b ° fcLeVATv'o^ &d£*lC>:0 Tvs 

*....* F* * * i/Cv t * J?*"C , t^-^i r,l,l * fj jy **.•»., 

HcirtlCTtO^TW^V— . 

Was any trail of exhaust, vapour or light seen. ***.... /2 IV * * . , 



7-liere did object disappear, eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, over the 
horizon* 



.f At «. W, * Jit Utft&tt . *-l. .'.V ^ v . 



25* £aetence of any physical evidence such as fragments, photographs, or 

c ‘her supporting evidence. 

Ml u 



hive you observed any unusual phenomena previously. . . /.V.rv 
If so, give details of inddent(s) . . nT. .... 



State any experience which enables observer to be reasonably certain 
about the answers given to 19 and 18 * 

. .&.m . . tfi. *. . hot* . . . . 

N6tr DAH *r£- A| Ni-r ftEjvCnWdS 

29* Aro you a, maal.r of any organisation interested in aerial phenomena? 

M® . TH&J _ _ _»«W c ^ # 1T+€je. (W<J .Gui>fi, 

INTOtevrvo i*j ts'docw'rc' 

30. Hama and Address of organisation.^.. . ... 



31. 



Any additional information. . . AvK^. . WUfT. « ^W.?P. . . J r. . 

. , . . . ?. e . . ,f„ .$V£Wf, . P.V.T i 



Signature of Observer. 



v . A. 



32. 



Location of any sir traffic in the vicinity at the time of sighting* 

...... 



33* Location of any meteorological stations in the general area. 

Wms. . iww. . .fttypiv. hnwabi . . . . 

34. Cements. J. .*&*.&«* . I*. .JfiVJfc. SWS. CfiWWiW< - SKWfP 

. . i . . .y. mi . m* <n. ,-i». .mu** . . f.sw. fa-. . pf. .«?»*. .raw??: : . it. 

auk m . pf. hemp. . m. ». . «&§. w.ra* .uwiwitf. . . 

•aswrwe. o* ime. 

Signature of Interrogator . *+_ ■$»* 1 ■ 

^EBSTIGirS 32, 33 and 34 to be answered by interrogator. 

Sot c i Since it is no ratal! y impossible to estimate the height and speed of a 

at range object, it will usually be better to endeavour to date mine 
-he angle of elevation of the object, the angle through which it moved, 
ad the time taken to do this. 






MitN'iS* 1H€ ‘ 




1. 

2. 

3* 

4 » 



CP 

REPORT OP AERIAL OBJECT OBSERVED 

fl«a« of Ohssrvsr. . . .£.^Ff. H .5V?. i 1 . ig«. J£.. 

Add woo of XftfrffWA*, 

Cooupation of Ob rvor < 

Dais and Tims of Obnorvation (Time to be given in local time) 






5 . 

6 . 



8 . 



10 . 



11 . 



Duration of Oboorvation( a)... ........... 

Observers Location at Time of Sighting (Olve details of own position 

by map reference if poselblo, 
or *y hnoV»sian4ia)fcs) 



M £^ : 






Weather Conditions at time(e) of observation^ a) , 

Aida to Obeeivation(a). (Deaoxibe any . equipment 'used in the observation) 

± a ::::£ — 

Where was object d ret observed, eg, .overhead, coning from behind a hill, 
over the horizon, etc. 

/ 

'bat first attracted observer' a attention, eg, light or noise. 

^•"V‘ 

H & object appear at# a light or as a definite object* 




12* 



If there was more than one object , bow many 
their formation > 



there, and what 



13* v.hat wan the colour of the light or ob Jeot. *.■•*#• **** M ** MM 

14* hat waa its apparent shape*********** • »****««** .*,.***.*■**•** 

15* »a* any detail of structure observable**.** * ******* 

16* TJae any method of propulsion obvious** ***•.***•••*#•*******■■ *#** 

17* Wa» there any sound. ********** •i***********************"** **•*« 

18* Haight, or angle of elevation*.**** *#**■ 

19* Speed, or angular velocity*** ***' 

2D. aa the object stationary? ***** 

21. bat was tb* direction of flight with refownoe to landmarks or point n 

of the oompaea 



22 * 



Bid the object remain on m straight path, deviate or manoeuvre at *11 T 



23. 

24. 



25* 



26. 

27* 

2B. 



29* 



fa« any tmil of exhauat, vapour or light 

Where did object disappear, eg, in mid-air, behind a hill, over the 
bcil&otu 



)h aa 



Ead stance of any physical evidence snchXaa frequents, photographs, or 
other supporting evidence. 



* • * * 

iQ 



Have you ©boerved any umrual phenomena previously. 
If no, Slv. detail, of lnaldent(e) 



State any oacpexl enoe vhloh enables observer to be reasonably certain 
about the answere g^Tob to 19 and 18 . 



:X 



An you a m 



x 



-e 



of any organ! cation interested in aerial phenomena? 



30 , Hama and Address of organisation, 



31, Any additional information. 



32. 



Signature of Observer., 









Location of any air traffic In the vicinity at the tine of sighting. 

t Nlu t . 



35. 



34. 






Looatlon of any meteorologiaal etatlona in the general area. 

. . ....... MfHttM&e . 

Conan ents. . . tT. £7. • - 



r.r. ; . ■ Atitj&t r . -wr k W. rffti . . AWV • - • • • * • « • 



iffti ,T,^i J?. 7 ; tiittVHfC. 



Signature of Interrogator. 



* - 



CplSTIOSS 32, 33 end 34 to he answared hy interrogator. 

Hotel 3Lnoe it la noiranlly lnpoaeible to eotlnate the height end opoed of a 
at range objecrt, it will usually he better to endeavour to dote mine 
the eagle of olevetion of the ob;}oat, the angle through wbloh it moved, 
m& the time taken to do thia- 



TtEPOTT OF AERIAL OBJECT OBnEHV£D 



1* 

2 * 

3. 

4. 



Kuna of Obe6mr. a »M«ti £ >rr a ^t. > ^'<(^M 

Add roes of Observer.. 

Occupation of Observer**# »###y^«W£3* 



Bate and Time of Observation (Tima to 'bo jiven in local time) 



& 



5. 

6. 



■ i rati on of Cbsorvation(s)< 



Observers Location at Time of Slgl 



MlM, (QJ 

.A 5 

(2. 



(Giro dotal la of own position 
map reference if ivoaoible, 
by known landnarka) 



eat her Conditions! at time(s) o^obsei^ntioti(.«) 



8 . 



Ida to Observation e). (Describe any 'squipnont need In the observation) 

JJL 4* 



t 



lOi 









v 



£ 



bow ms object first observed, sj, overhead, cussing fnw bolded a hill, 
over tho horlson, sto. ' 

rr^ 

A .v. 



11* 



SI 



i4d object\ appear oe a light or as a definite object* 



12* If there was more than one object* how many were therei snd what was 

their formation* 



13* hat mn the colour of the light or Ajarti* 

14* hat too its apparent ■h8pe******************** # *** ###, ** # * ## ** # ** # * t<l 

15* as any detail of structure 

16 * as any method of propulsion obvious**.****# 

17# as there any round. *■»•* 

19* «eight f or angle of alcv&tioti**** »>*** mi 

19* 2peed» or af^ular velocity**#** *••••*•###* 

20* aa the object etationaiyt 

21. list SMI tbs direction of flight sltb reference to landmarks or points 

f the compete 



•it/2 






1*4 the object rmeia on e etrdgbt path, deviate „ ^ ^ 



»# Buy trail of exhaust, vapour or light soon 

EnL £ 4 < ”’ 3 * 0 * tn • 14 -* lr > **■* • bill, or.r 



23. 

34. 



26* 

27. 

ZB. 



V 

hxlBt«0B of any physical evidence ouch as ft»g»ente t photographs, 
other supporting evidence. 



or 



■R 



L 



Save you ohsorved any unusual 'phenomena proviouely* 
If oo, give dotnlla of lnaL^sntte). 



State any experience aUoh enables observer to he reasonably certain 
about the ansmrs given to 19 and 18 . 



«Ju, 



( 

Are you a masher of any organisation Interested In aerial phenomena? 





r-uae and Address of organisation. 



31. Any additional info Bastion. 



Signature of Observer. 




ill 



32. 



33. 



34* 



location of any dr traffic In the vldlnlty at the time of sighting. 





Location of any meteorological stations In the general area* 

. .w„. . . . .rniWAtifo 

Cements*.* 

• . . . V; r* . • . , i'.' , *^«* * ,'VV .*. * ■ •* * *4Cv* . S~i . 'miti* **•* . • 



. . . *v;iH<v. . . kf* ... if . * 

.■ \ ' JL / 

Signature of Interrogato r*,*, «_» . »_> »««<♦ *« **-*-*- 
^OTOT3 32 f 33 and 34 to he anstjered ty Intern gator. 

Jffotei Since it Is no bb P ill y Uposfitle to oatin&ate the height end 9pfl«d of B 
strange object, it sill usually he hotter to endeavour to detewine 
the angle of elevation of the object, the angle through wtoioh It aotedf 
and the time taken to do this* 
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ROYAL AUSTRALIAN AIR FORCE 







ta - 



TELEPHONE: 690550 

TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS: 
"AJRCOMMAND, MELBOURNE ' 



i m nmx quote 



5/6/Air/ 51) 



headquarters support command 

RAAF 

VICTORIA BARRACKS 
MELBOURNE SCI VfC 



£9 JUK196I 




DPrfl 



UN-IDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 



!• Forwarded are reports of sightings of un-identified 

flying objects sighted in South Australia during May 1967. 

Ihe reports were received from the Australian Flvins Saucer 
Hesearch Society in ADELAIDE, 



2. This Headquarters has nothing further to add to 

these reports. 








(L.B. DROWN) 

Wing Commander 
For Air Officer Commanding 



Enel 



63 # 



s' 



AUSTRALIAN PLYING SACCSB HESEASCH SOCIETY 



File No. 

Claasi fi oat. ion 



NAME 

\a/. K. Fisher. 



A3IRE3S I AGE 

ieT^iTHE [ 7 y 

ft £>eur+i fiuSj * 



OCCUPATION 

ffftO/C? -n^CHA/Zc/AtJ 
P H & . OEPT 



Please a-tate briefly what you saw* Use additional sheets if necessary and 
draw a sketch if possible 



Where were you at the fim©? 

ON fXO*T or HOHe 

fi&C . (tN*Ttf}6Ay 1 



f iats and Time of sighting 
Ql±&Q ON £ * f ‘ / 

05D0 ON £ ^ f i 

G5fy& on ^ . / 7 



What direction was object from you? 

£ftsr 



What angle was object above horizon? 
rtppfiox 7 o°~ 30 ° 



Direction object was moving 
Slt&HTi L«f WFSr DU£T SOUTH 



Size 



Could you estimate speed of object? 
SO AN frH(?L£ f fR OH PO&/TY 0 A/ 

- £Pff*RO;£ 3C P /N AfPffiP/f / (o«*) H/NUTF. 



Colour 
a! STTrtf 

ffiif &R'JufC S u-*S& RTa 



Shape 

A/£? vtSiSAiF SrtflPS, 
omy it GHT S 



ifeo 



What was the weather at the time? 
GtU^N'i J NO CAcupS l nSiQLC ~ BRiShT 
ST"#££ , COOL 



Witnesses: 

/fa. W £? 6i?/?oy 



ITames 

Addresses 



Please give any information you have of anyone else who may have seen the objects* 



What were your personal feelings at the time? -J- / & t 

CCNVihC&Q t TH OSTcCt (g) AT" iEAsr Ce*Jl-R&L , & /ICTEO 

with purpose , 



I give the above details to ih© Australian Flying Saucer Research 
Society, understanding that the Society sboll ii&c/may publish them 
using/wi 



my name. 



Signed 



Bate 



*7 








walk to work, a diataobe of about £ mile* 

From the front verandah, which faces roughly East, I ^l-ncad up to check 
weather conditions* The sky was clear of clouds A perfecly c^ltu, with cl^ar, bright 
stars - 

At this lime X noticed what at first appeared to be a satellite moving in a 
direction slickly ‘Vest of South, St approximately ?C to SO degrees above the horizon. 

1 watched this for about 20 seconds, during which time its course seeded steady* 
it then wavered in itt course, still on roughly the heading, but weaving 

four or five times fro® side to aids, 6c slowed to half speed- For another 30 sees 
it proceeded on course, one which I took note of by selecting a ©tar for which 

it was heading* As it neared this stars position it slowed further - & then stopped. 
During this time I h *.d walked some ICO yards up The Strand toward work - A I 
continued" to watch it. The only time I took my ©yea from it wa 3 to relieve any chance 
that I wan 1 seeing things 1 * I watched its progress both walking & standing still, Ko 
shape at all wae visible, only a light which, once stationary could not , at less t by 
1 vo been distinguished from a star of clear, medium brightness- I refer to this 
as Oil^CT 1 * 

During the next 0 to 10 minutes the object remained stationary u I took the 
opportunity to fix its position with several surrounding stars of good brill icnee- 
Thcn, at about OJGO hro I detected a flash of light directly above my head. 

Glancing up I saw a second, very definite flash of white light of 1 to U eeoe 
duration, A half minute later, two more flashes came from the same position, their 
sire & brilliance equivalent to about tvice th-t of the brightest star, I have 
no ted this as OBJECT % 3 J , A minute or two later 1 detects^ a movement in OBJECT *A% 

It moved ^ortfc , incr>: jing its distance from the ti j near. l *itar by more than half — 
about two or three decrees of travel- & then returned* this was repeated several times 
up until sunrise, I arrived at work at 051 1* & pointed the object out to 24r. W* 0 1 0 E AD Y 
who agreed that it appeared to move at odu times to a sligh: degree. 

At 0545 we both aav, directly above a third object, OBJECT 1 C*. I checked the 
time immediately as O545, v d were starring on the front porch of 5M/5GL Transmitter 
buidiner, d this object cane from behind the uatarn side cf the building, heading 
Du* South at a epeed such that * : reared over the horizon in 30 mine. It was fur 

brighter than any star, * men linger- — ioa,e five cr six tines any star. It appeared 
to be much lower than either o ' the previous objects, - it:, colour varied oe tween white 
A red, or orange - not pulsinr, but rather twinkling* It to waver very slightly, 

4 iur, 0 1 GRADY Agreed to this, however I could not present a strong case against thie 
being a satellit: a reap t to a&y that „ ersonally did not think so* I feel it was 

to low, sbaewb vt lees than a mi la, too big, b too bright to be co. I" 0 shape was visible, 
Thin third object I saw again two nights later at precisely the same time 6 c on 
roughly the aaae course. 





aie 5 tra£i*wv putting sa 



File No. 
Classification 






, ^ rnm^ . t 

/i . $ ^ 1 *■* 1 * 

fi # iv/ .4a m. i “ 1 4 



&2WSZS 

(?fiOA.O 



s r 



AGS 

i *1 
*6 



f * 4 f f* flsvis T 



kfC x * 

XZ0\ 



Please state briefly vnat you ssv* 
draw a sketch IT possible 



Use additional sheets if aoa&daaxy slid 

A, 1 i^' 1 - t>* r% ^j 




{_ ^ 1 ~a ■ i- (i ^ <( 'Hs fcL ~ ■ [ { ' 

I jJ-~A cxo oAtf f Xk- j -'~~'- : ' ■J--'—— ^ '~*A 

Us^lCt^ t -4r~3 (A- ^wA. A-wA* ^ , 

, «J c. cA ‘ w ’ 

j tA Aw-A u '■■A-j “”* 

■<J r V ' i^TVrL & .--- T *) 1 WWt. AAW U.,« Ac L^t-O i4. 

tl.~. 4 . 1U U .6.1.1 <(.lV.-,-> -> .-v^' ij*r Cw\- &. L*^} {r*A- A . 

Y ,^X -^A--w l‘ i= £•' > J--A •'AA ^ 1 V -fc#* 

A" &■■,.*. A— y t aA »>A '3-L.Ci tvQ^^ /va^A , y J^e-d r^jJ'- 

jC^j-c^ tf~V 1,A. _^_ £>VH^ Tlx 4-^^-W £-^*0 



a <i^ 

iU-C. i%t^ 

-4^-t tftw* 

-? c-^t_ 



■ - 1. ;. jUi-, r - " * * H trr ---.■ ^ "<c STJ . a: -.^rw ^ ^ ' i , 

Where ware you at the time? "y m* jate and ^Ti me of sighting ^^/ 3 /fe 7 

§i fj wi £ 1 *' j 5 / t to ]W 


What directi or. was object froa you? 
1 s-^s. 

i £&*,'■ 

3 


hat angle was object above horizon? 

i 2 s“ -w* 

i. trim's *fi* a a m- t- ^ . 

3 . ■.-' - -Ei. ' 


I ^ S^rection object was moving i<r S^ze j- 

%. ( ^ A ^- w ' “ ^ 
^ s r *^c-$ So-u r *-* . | > ; c* v l o I- 


Colour 

^ %V < i*L* C OA A r^ 

/I _ u j 4 _C- 


Shape 



Could you estimate speed of object? 
<sg fr'f f T 



What was the weather at the time? 

/V>V£) £ 



Witnesses: 
5 n ( 7 t - 1 



Usmes 

Addresses 



A S 



#*3 our- 



Please jive any information yen have ox" anyone else who may have seen the objects. 



What wore your personal feelings at the time? 




Signad 



